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Current Topics. 


The Law Society Council. 


OUR READERS will learn with regret that four valuable members 
of the Council of the Law Society are about to retire, including Sir 
JOHN Gray HILt and Mr. E. F. Turner. Their experience and 
ability will be greatly missed, and, as there are two other vacancies 
to be filled up, the Council will, after the next election, contain 
an unusual number of raw recruits. 


The New Prize Court. 


IT HAS now been stated by Sir Epwarp Grey in the House of 
Commons that neitherthe Hague Convention of the 18th of October, 
1907, nor the Declaration of London of the 26th of February, 1909, 
is to be ratified immediately. Legislation is, in due course, to be 
proposed to Parliament for the purpose of giving effect to the 
Convention under which an International Prize Court is to be 
established. In the meantime, the ratification of the Convention 
is definitely postponed for twelve months, and apparently the 
ratification of both the Convention and the Declaration of London» 
are indefinitely postponed until it is seen whether Parliament 
approves of the very serious alterations in prize law which will 
take place in the event of this country being bound by treaty to 
recognize the new Prize Court and its principles of adjudication. 
The Declaration of London and the Convention of 1907 are 
already finding their way into printed collections of treaties and 
documents of a law-making kind, and jurists and others who have 
to consult these collections will do well to remember that neither 
Convention nor Declaration has as yet any binding force on British 
subjects. 


Stamps on Marketable Securities. 

AN ADJUDICATION stamp, says our subsequently-mentioned cor- 
respondent, has hitherto had the advantage of precluding all 
questions as to payment of duty on the instrument, and 
this is the result of section 12 (5) of the Stamp Act, 1891. 
Clause 54 of the Finance Bill proposes to make adjudication use- 
less by enacting that that sub-section “shall have effect only so 
far as respects the duty in relation to which the opinion of the 
Commissioners has been required under that section.” Hence, 
before an adjudication stamp can be accepted, the case put before 
the Commissioners will have to be produced. The clause ought, 
of course, to be withdrawn. Clause 55 doubles the duties on leases 
except where there is a fixed duty of a penny ; that is, tenancies 
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exceed the annual rate of £10. Clause 56 doubles the duties on 
marketable securities (other than colonial government securities) 
which pass by delivery—namely, those under paragraph 1 (c), (3), 
and (4) of ‘‘ Marketable Security ” in the Schedule to the Act of 
1891, and under section 4 (1) of the Finance Act, 1899 ; 
so that, in general, the duty on issue will be £1 per cent. 
Clause 57 introduces a new scale of duties on contract notes for 
the sale or purchase of stock or marketable securities. The duty 
of 1d. up to £100 is raised to 6d; and the duty of 1s. above 
that amount is raised, when the value exceeds £500, to an ad 
valorem duty of 2s. per £1,000. Continuation notes, which are 
in effect both a sale and purchase, are to bear one stamp only. 
Clause 58 renders it obligatory upon a broker to execute a con- 
tract note and forward it to his principal, under a penalty of £20, 
and, moreover, on default he will lose his legal claim to brokerage 
or commission. Clause 59 extends the provisions as to contract 
notes to options for purchase or sale of stock or marketable 
securities, with provision for repayment if the duty has been 
paid on a consequent purchase or sale. In practice the 
most important change in the duties will be in regard to volun- 
tary dispositions. The other duties affected are varied in amount, 
but not varied as to mode of assessment. As regards voluntary 
dispositions, the duty is new, and its assessment will cause 
considerable trouble. 


Action to Recover Dower. 


AN ACTION for assignment of dower is at the present day un- 
usual, but an interesting discussion of the nature of the action 
took place in Williams v. Thomas (1909, 1 Ch. 713). There the 
husband of the plaintiff had died in 1885. Down to 1905 the 
plaintiff was in receipt of one-third of the rents of his land in 
right of dower, but without having had any assignment of land in 
dower. In 1905 a dispute arose as to whether she was entitled 
to one-third of the annual value at the date of her husband’s death, 
or to the one-third of the increased value, and, payment of any 
part being withheld, she brought the action for assignment of 
dower. It was argued against her claim that the action was one 
to recover land, and was consequently barred under the Real 
Property Limitation Act, 1874. A decision to this effect was 
given by Stuart, V.C., in Marshall v. Smith (5 Giff. 37), in 
1865, and it has ever since been supposed that the action was 
capable of being barred by the statute. But in the present case 
it was assumed that this would have the result that 


, the action would be barred, and the right to dower extin- 


hed, notwithstanding that the widow had been in receipt of 

er share of the rents for twenty years. This, indeed, is not 
conclusive against such being the effect of the statute, since a very 
similar thing happened as regards mortgagees. It was found soon 
after the passing of the Act of 1833 that a mortgagee might be 
barred although he was in regular receipt of interest, and the 
Real Property Limitation Act, 1837, was passed to avoid this 
result. In the present case the Court of Appeal prevented the 
obvious injustice to the plaintiff by holding that an action for 
assignment of dower was not within the statute, since it was not 
an action to recover any specific land. No specific land, indeed, 
could be recovered by the widow until after the assignment. 
“In my opinion,” said Cozens-Harpy, M.R., “ the statute applies 
to an action at law or suit in equity to gain possession of a definite 
Peon of land, as distinguished from a proceeding to obtain a de- 
imitation of parcels under which for the first time a title to a 
definite piece of land will be obtained.” This carries the result 
that there is no statutory limit upon the widow’s claim to an 
assignment of dower, and though the Master of the Rolls suggested 
that she might be barred by laches if she did nothing, and received 
no rents for twelve years, yet this could only bar her equitable 
right to an account of past rents. No laches, it is believed, can 
bar a legal remedy. 


The Stamp Clauses of the Finance Bill, 


WRITING ON the clauses of the Finance Bill with respect to 
stamps, a valued correspondent says that they contain, as was 
anticipated from the Budget resolutions, changes of a very sweep- 
ing character. Clause 52 doubles the ad valorem duty on convey- 
ances on sales, but excludes from its operation stocks and market- 


able securities. It should be remembered that, under the existing 
scale, the duty frequently falls very heavily on sales of ‘equities 
of redemption, since the amount of the mortgage has to be added 
to the purchase-money. Now that the duty is being so much 
increased, it would be reasonable to make a special allowance for 
such cases. Clause 53 marks a new departure, and imposes on 
voluntary dispositions the same ad valorem duty as on convey- 
ances on sale ; the value of the property disposed of byving substi- 
tuted for the amount or value of the consideration on a sale, 
Moreover, in every case of a voluntary disposition the instrument 
will have to be adjudicated. “ Notwithstanding”—-so runs clause 53 
(2)—“ anything in section 12 of the [Stamp Act, 1891] the commis. 
sioners may be required to express their opinion under that section 
on any conveyance or transfer operating as a voluntary disposition 
inter vives, and no such conveyance or transfer shall be deemed to be 
duly stamped unless the commissioners have expressed their opinion 
thereon in accordance with that section.” The words ‘‘notwithstand- 
ing anything in section 12” are not clear, since there does not 
seem to be anything in that section to prevent the adjudication ; but 
the necessity for valuing the property and proving its value will 
be no little hindrance to the bounty of settlors. The settlement 
duty hitherto has been restricted to property which admitted of 
easy valuation. The new duty makes it necessary to include 
voluntary conveyances in the list of instruments which can be 
stamped within thirty days, and accordingly clause 53 (3) includes 
them in the first column of the table in paragraph (d) of section 
15 (2) of the Stamp Act, 1891. If the instrument would be 
charged as a “settlement” under the Schedule to that Act, it 
is to bear the new duty instead. This means that the duty on 
personalty settlements is increased from 5s. to £1 per cent. 
It would seem, however, from sub-clause 5, that the new 
duty is not to affect marriage settlements. ‘Any conveyance or 
transfer (not being a disposition made in favour of a purchaser 
or incumbrancer or other person in good faith and for valuable 
consideration) shall, for the purposes of this section, be deemed 
to be a conveyance or transfer operating as a voluntary disposi- 
tion inter vivos.” Thus conveyances for valuable consideration are 
excepted, and that this is intended to include marriage is made 
clear from the remainder of the sub-clause, which strikes at con- 
veyances made at an undervalue. “ Except where marriage is 
the consideration,” the consideration is not to be deemed valu- 
able consideration for the purpose of the definition if “ the 
commissioners are of opinion that, by reason of the inadequacy 
of the sum paid as consideration or other circumstances, the con- 
veyance or transfer has been made with a view of conferring a 
substantial benefit on the person to whom the property is con- 
veyed or transferred.” This will have the result that in the case 
of every conveyance stamped as a conveyance on sale it will 
have to be considered upon future dealings whether the full price 
was given. If not, the deed may be held to be insufficiently 
stamped. So that it is quite possible that the new departure will 
make it advisable to have all conveyances adjudicated. 


Exemptions frorn the Charitable Trusts Acts. 

A Bix has been introduced into the House of Commons by 
Mr. MicK.eM, K.C., to amend the difficult provision—section 62 
of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1853—which states the exemptions 
from the Act. The list of these commences with the universities 
and their colleges, and buildings registered for public worship and 
bona fide used as such; then it specifies ‘‘ any institution, estab- 
lishment, or society for religious or other charitable purposes 
wholly maintained by voluntary contributions,” and after this 
comes the reference to mixed charities which has caused so much 
trouble. ‘ Where any charity is maintained partly by voluntary 
subscriptions and partly by income arising from any endowment,” 
then the Act extends to the income from enddwment only ; and 
no gift to the charity, of which no special application has been 
directed by the donor, and which may legally te applied as income, 
is to be subject to the jurisdiction of the Charity Comnsaiasionsas 
U pon the meaning of these provisions depends the question whether 
the consent of the commissioners—or, as regards educational 
charities, of the Board of Education—is requisite for dealings with 
the charity property, and this has been productive of special diffi- 
culty where gifts, which were not given as a permanent endowment, 





have been in/fact invested. Moreover, the words “ maintained 
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ly by voluntary subscriptions and partly by income arising from 
ela "do not strictly apply to chavities which have other 
sources of income, such as payments of scholars and Government 

ts, or which have the benefit of occupying their own premises. 
Of the numerous cases to which these points have given rise we 
may refer to Re Clergy Orphan Corporation (1894, 3 Ch. 145), Re 
Stockport, &c., Schools (1898, 2 Ch. 687), Re Society for the Deaf 
and Whitlle (1907,-2 Ch. 486), and Attorney-General vy. Mathieson 
(1907, 2 Ch, 383). It might have been expected that the Charity 
Commissioners would have themselves attempted before this to 
secure a redrafting of section 62, but apparently they have not done 
so, and the present Bill seems to be a private effort. . It restricts 
the definition of endowment contained in section 66 of the Act of 
1853—-which extends to all real and personal estate for the time 
being held in trust for a charity—so as to exclude property the 
corpus of which can legally be applied as income ; i it proposes 
to repeal the middle part of section 62 and to substitute a fresh 
exemption—namely, where a charity which is wholly maintained 
by voluntary contributions, or partly by such contributions and 
partly by income from other sources, becomes entitled to an 
“ endowment,” it is to be brought within the Charitable Trusts Acts 
only to the extent of the endowment. The measure would do 
something to facilitate the distinction between cases where the 
consent of the commissioners is, and where it is not, wanted, but a 
more thorough recasting of section 62 seems to be necessary to put 
the matter on a satisfactory basis. 


Costs in Administration. 


IN ADMINISTRATION cases, where expenses are incurred in 
connection with particular legacies left by a testator, it is 
frequently difficult todetermine whether the expenses are to be 
borne by the particular legacy or are to fall upon the residue. 
In general such expenses fall on the residue, and in Re Gibbons’ 
Will (36 Ch. D. 486) it was held by Curry, J., “that the 
executors cannot by payment into court, or any other severance 
of a legacy, relieve the residue from bearing the costs of an 
inquiry for the purpose of ascertaining who are the persons 
entitled to take.” This was in 1887, and in 1893 was introduced 
rule 14B of R.S.C. ord. 65, which provides that “ the costs of 
inquiries to ascertain the person entitled to any legacy, money, 
or share, or otherwise incurred in relation thereto, shall be paid 
out of such legacy, money, or share, unless the judge shall other- 
wise direct.” This seems to reverse the previous rule, 
and to throw the costs primd facie on the particular 
legacy.; but the practical effect depends on the readiness with 
which the judge will otherwise direct, and the cases shew that 
such contrary direction will be given where the testator directs 
payment of testamentary expenses out of the residuary estate : 
Re Baumgartem (82 L. T. 711), Re Groom (1897, 2 Ch. 407). The 
same course has been taken by PARKER, J., in Re Vincent (1909, 
1 Ch. 810), where the testator gave his residuary estate on trust 
for conversion, and for investment of the eds after payment 
thereout of testamentary expenses. The income was to go to the 
wife for life, and after her death £6,000 was to be raised for a 
class. When the £6,000 became payable, an inquiry was directed, 
and numerous persons claimed to belong to the class. The case 
would seem to have been one suitable for the application of rule 
148, but the learned judge held that it was the testator’s inten- 
tion that the entire £6,000 should go to the class before the resi- 
duary legatees got anything, and he gave a direction that the costs 
of the inquiry Should fall on the residue. He excepted, however, 
any mereased costs due to the legatees having incumbered their 
shares. It may be suggested that the decisions have in practice 
nullified the rule. 


American Attorneys and,‘‘ Contingent Fees.” 

A BIL has been brought before the Legislature of New York 
by Mr. Cuartes F, MurpHy, the object of which is to make 
attorneys nsible fer costs, and to require them to file an 
undertaking for such costs in actions for damages for nal 
injuries, for death resulting from such injuries, and for damages 
to personal property by reason of negligence, in all cases where 
the attorney has a contingent interest in his fees in the action. 
The Bill appears likely to encounter vigorous opposition. It is 
pointed out that in a large proportion of such cases the plaintiffs 


are poor persons who are unable to pay a retaining fee to an .. 
attorney, or even the actual expenses of bringing the case to trial, 
such as calendar fees, jury fees, witnesses fees, &c. And if 
attorneys are to be held personally responsible for the costs, the 
will simply decline to accept such cases on a contingent basis, wit: 
the inevitable result that the courts of justice will be closed to the 
poor who are unfortunate enough to meet with an accident in the 
course of their daily employment or otherwise. Owing to the 
complexity of American civilization, and the intensity of its 
industrial life, the number of people who sustain personal injuries 
has, during the last half century, increased at an appalling rate. 
None of these sufferers, whether rich or poor, are willing to lay 
out money upon an enterprize so uncertain as an action for 
damages usually is, and the conclusion is believed to be inevitable 
that, should the Bill become law, justice will be denied to thousands 
of people who meet with accidents. It is admitted that the 
existing practice with regard to contingent fees has produced, at 
the hands of unscrupulous attorneys, fraudulent litigation and the 
scandal of “the ambulance chaser” system. But a remedy for 
these abuses could, it is theught, be found in the regulation and 
control of the practice with regard to contingent fees by the 
Courts and the different bar associations, and a fearless exercise 
of the power to expel delinquents from the profession. It is 
unnecessary to remind our readers of the provision in section 11 
of the Attorneys and Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1870, against 
any agreement by which a solicitor retained or —e to 
prosecute any suit or action stipulates for payment only in the 
event of success. The American practice would appear to be 
wholly inconsistent with this enactment. 


South African Law in English Courts. 


THE DECISION of Eves, J., in Bank of Africa v. Cohen has been 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Times, May 29th). The plaintiffs 
had claimed specific performance of an agreement made by the 
defendant, a married woman, to give security over her land in the 
Transvaal as surety for her husband, or damages for breach of the 
agreement. The security actually given was not a completely valid 
one by Transvaal law, and the plant found themselves in a 
position analogous to what in English law would be deseribed as that 
of equitable mortgagees. But it is held by the English courts that 
this agreement cannot be enforced because the defendant had not, 
as required by South African law, become capable of entering into 
it by reason of not having formally renounced her rights. In the 
words of BuckLEy, L.J., the defendant only had “a contingent 
capacity to become bound” by the contract into which she had 
purported to enter. A stay of proceedings was ted in view 
of an intended appeal to the House of Lords. When the appeal 
is heard in that House one of the many anomalies of our 
judicial system will present itself, and possibly cause some 
inconvenience. The defendant’s case rests partly on the 
view taken by the English courts as to her rights under the 
Roman-Dutch law of South Africa. In these courts the question 
of what is the law applicable under the South African system of 
jurisprudence is a question of fact, just as a question of Scottish 
law would be in the Court of Appeal. But Scottish law is not a 
question of fact in the House of Lords, any more than South 
African law is a question of fact before the Judicial Committee. 
The House of Lords has on more than one occasion refused to 
take the view taken in the Court of Appeal on a point of Scottish 
law, when this was merely a matter of evidence in the lower 
court, and has decided the point of law for itself, regardless of the 
expert evidence. In the present case, the House of Lords—not 
being the final Apps Court from the South African courts, as {t 
is from the Scottish courts—will not be justified in deciding the 
point of South African law for itself, but will be bound by the 
expert evidence of what that law is, as much as the Court of 
Appeal is bound. Were the House of Lords and the Judicial 
Committee amalgamated into one final Appeal Court for the 
Empire, this singular state of things could not arise. 


Duty on Railway pospany in the Delivery of 


Cattle Carried by Them, 
THE FRENCH courts have recently given their decision upon the 





liability of a railway a the safe custody of cattle carried 
by them in circumstances 


ifferent from those of the cases which 
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have hitherto come before the English and American courts. The 
facts were that, upon the arrival of a train belonging to the Northern 
Railway Company at Deuil, in Montmorency, the employees of a 
butcher of the town presented themselves for the purpose of 
taking charge of a bullock which had been consigned to their 
employer. Immediately after their arrival, the animal beat 
down the door of the truck in which it had been confined, and 
darted off at a furious pace through the fields in the neighbour- 
hood. The cries of those who pursued it excited it still further, 
end eventually it ran against the plaintiff, knocked her down. 
and seriously injured her. It was only after the lapse of some 
hours that the animal was captured by gendarmes armed with 
revolvers and sabres. The plaintiff brought a joint and several 
action to recover damages for the injury which she had sustained 
against the owner of the animal, the railway company, and M. 
LEFoRT, who had fastened up the bullock in the truck. The 
judges of the civil court of Pontoise held that the owner of the 
animal was alone responsible for the disaster, and that M. LEForT 
and the company must be dismissed from the action. Upon 
appeal, the Fifth Chamber of the court reversed the decision of 
the court below, upon the ground that the carrier of an animal can 
only be discharged from responsibility with regard to it by shewing 
that there has been on his part an effective delivery of the animal to 
the consignee. The fact that the employees of the butcher had 
signed a receipt for the bullock was immaterial unless it was 
accompanied by an effective delivery of the animal. In the result, 
they held that the railway company was liable, and assessed the 
damages at 5,000 francs. There was some evidence that the door 
of the truck was not in good repair, and this, we think, was 
sufficient to shew that there had been a neglect of reasonable and 
proper precautions in the custody and delivery of the animal by 
the company which would have warranted an English jury in 
finding that the injury to the plaintiff was due to actionable 
negligence on the part of the bailees at a time when the transitus 
had not been completed. 


The Wealth of the late Mr. Charles Morrison. 


THE DEATH of Mr. CHARLES Morrison, of Basildon Park, near 
Reading, in his ninety-second year, and the history of the enor- 
mous fortune amassed by his father, Mr. JAMES MoRRISON, of the 
firm of Morrison, Dillon & Co., Fore-street, City, have been the 
subject of many paragraphs in the newspapers. There is little 
doubt that Mr. Cuartes Morrison, in the course of his long 
life, added largely to the fortune bequeathed to him by his father, 
but we are told on good authority that as far back as the year 
1859 the family estate of the Morrison family was so considerable 
that their solicitors, the firm of Ashurst, Son & Morris—better 
known in later years as Morris, Crisp & Co.—had a room in 
their office which was exclusively appropriated for the Morrison 
business, which was under the management of clerks who took no 
part in the general transactions of their principals. If we re- 
member rightly, Mr. James Morrison's will, as printed, occupied 
a fairly thick folio volume. 








The Duties Affecting Land under 
the Finance Bill, 1909. 
L 


THIS journal never discusses party politics. The reader ma 
perbaps doubt whether it is possible to discuss a Bill which 
introduces a perfectly new method of taxation without entering 
into a political discussion—our answer is that we discussed, and 
suggested several amendments to, the Finance Bill, 1894, brought 
in by Sir W. Harcourt, and that that eminent statesman adopted 
most of our suggestions. 

The présent Bill is divided into nine parts. 

Part I. Dutizs on LAND VaLurs.—The object of this part of 
the Bill is to tax the “unearned increment,” and apparently to 
force landowners to “develop” their land—.e., to lay it out for 
building and to work unopened mines. We intend in subsequent 
articles to discuss this part of the Bill at some length: for the pre- 
sent purpose it suffices to say that the scheme of the Bill is to 


ascertain the “site value” of the land—i.c., the price for which 
the fee simple would be sold by a willing vendor if it were free 
from buildings, machinery, &c., timber, and other things growing 
thereon (section 14). On any transfer or sale of land, or any 
interest therein, or the grant of a lease, not being for a less 
term than seven years, or on transmission on death, a duty called 
“increment value duty” at the rate of £1 for each full £5 (:.¢., 
20 per cent.) is to be charged on the increment value of the land— 
i.¢., on the amount that the site value at the time of sale, &c., 
exceeds the original site value (section 2). Where the land is held 
by a corporation, this duty is to be levied periodically—i.c., once 
in every fifteen years (section 6). The increment value duty is 
to be a stamp duty to be assessed by the commissioners, and is to 
be paid by the transferor or lessor, who has to present the instru- 
ment, or particulars of it, to the commissioners (section 4). 

On the determination of any lease of Jand a duty of £10 per 
cent., called “reversion duty ” (section 7), is to be paid by the 
reversioner on the value of the benefit accruing to him on the 
determination of the lease. The value of the benefit is the 
amount by which the total value of the land at the determination 
of the lease exceeds the capital value of the consideration for the 
original grant of the lease (section 7 (2) ). No reversion duty is 
to be paid on the determination of a lease, the original term of 
which did not exceed twenty-one years, nor where the lessor holds 
for a similar term (section 8). A lessor is to be bound, when rever- 
sion duty becomes payable, to deliver an account to the com- 
missioners (section 9). 

“ Undeveloped land duty ” (section 10) is an annual tax of one 
halfpenny for every twenty shillings of the site value of un- 
developed land. Undeveloped land is land which has not been 
developed by being built upon or used for any business, &c., 
other than agriculture (section 10 (2) ), but it is not to be charged 
where the site value does not exceed £50 per acre (section 11) ; or 
in the case of agricultural land exceeding that value so far as 
the site value is due to its value for agricultural purposes. Public 
parks, &c., are exempt. This duty is not to be charged on land, 
not exceeding one acre in extent, valued together with a dwelling- 
house for the purpose of inhabited house duty, and when the land 
comprises gardens or pleasure grounds not exceeding two acres, an 
allowance is to be made. The result is that, where a villa has a 
garden exceeding one acre in extent the duty has to be paid on the 
site value on the excess over one acre. 

‘Mineral rights duty” (section 12), at the rate of one half- 
penny for every pound of the capital value of the minerals, has 
to be paid annually. 

Landowners have to make returns (section 16) to the commis- 
sioners, as soon as may be after the passing of the Act, declaring 
the total value and site value of each holding in separate 
occupations, and a return as to the value of undeveloped minerals 
has to be made. The penalty for not making a return within 
the specified time is fhe same as under section 55 of the Income 
Tax Act, 1842—i.c., a penalty of £20 or £50 and treble duty. 
Whatever opinion our readers may hold as to the expediency 
of the duties imposed by this part of the Act, it is clear 
that the cost to the landowner will be very sérious. Very few 
landowners will be able to make proper returns without profes- 
sional assistance, and we need not say that the cost of a valuation 
giving the detailed information required will be large. 

Part III, DeatH Duties.—This part of the Bill alters and 
increases the rates of estate duty and settlement estate duty, 
and revives the repealed legacy and succession duty—i.c., 1 per 
cent., with certain exceptions. It also provides (section 43) that 
a gift inter vivos made within five years before the death of 
the donor shall be deemed to be property passing at his death. 
In the case of real and leasehold property, the rifht of appealing 
to the High Court from the sssessment of the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue is taken away, and the appeal is to be made 
to a referee appointed under the Act (clause 44 (3) ). 

Part V., Stamps, doubles the ad valorem duties on conveyances 
or transfers on sale (section 52); and a voluntary disposition 
inter vivos is to be chargeable on the value of the property 
conveyed, with the like duty as if it were a conveyance on sale ; 
and a voluntary conveyance is not to be deemed to be duly 





stamped unless 'it has been adjudicated under the Stamp Act, 






































































>. .~*e “4 | @ 


June 5, 19009. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 53.] 555 








1891 (section 12). Where a voluntary conveyance operates as 
a settlement, it is to be charged with the ad valorem duty on 
a conveyance only. The ad valorem duty on a lease (section 55) 
js also doubled, except in the case when a lease is chargeable 
with the fixed duty of one penny. 

The second schedule to the Bill contains the scale of rate of 
estate duty and increases the rate. H. W. E. 

(To be continued.) 


Action for Causing Loss of Wife 
by Death. 


Fottowina on the decision that a husband has an insurable 
interest in his wife’s life (Griffiths v. Fleming, ante, p. 340, and 
discussed ante, p. 337), the Court of Appeal have now held that 
under certain circumstances a husband may recover damages 
from a person whose wrongful acts have caused the wife’s death : 
Jackson v. Watson & Sons (ante, p. 447). 

The law relating to the right of recovering damages for the 
death of a human being was fully considered in the case of Clark v. 
London General Omnibus Co. (1906, 2 K. B. 648), and 
some observations upon that case will be found in 50 Soxscrrors’ 
JournaL, 624, 646. The Court of Appeal, in Clark v. London 
General Omnibus Co., followed Osborn v. Gillett (L. R. 8 
Ex. 88), and the difference of opinion on the subject, illustrated 
by the dissenting judgment of Bramwe., B., in the last-men- 
tioned case and by the conflicting views of eminent text-writers, 
came under discussion. The result of the recent decision in 
Jackson v. Watson & Sons now is to establish a distinction 
between such cases as Osborn v. Gillett and Clark v. London 
General Omnibus Co. (where the action was founded on tort) 
and cases like the present case, thus to some extent justifying 
the “controversy of very learned men”’ referred to by Lord 
Atverstone in Clark v. London General Omnibus Co. (at 
p. 657). 

In the present case the death of the wife was caused by her 
eating some tinned salmon supplied and sold by the 
defendants to the plaintiff and his wife. The defendants were 
grocers and provision dealers, and the jury expressly found that 
the salmon was bought in such a way to show that the buyers 
relied on the sellers’ skill and judgment as to its fitness for the 
purposes of food. A verdict was given for £233 odd, which 
included funeral expenses and loss of services (£200). The 
appeal as to funeral expenses was abandoned, and the only 
question argued on the appeal was whether the £200 for loss 
of services could be recovered. No question of negligence was 
raised ; “the action, therefore, was for breach of warranty and 
nothing else,” in the words of VaucHan Wituiams, L.J. 

The Lord Justice proceeded to examine the three 
cases bearing on the subject—Baker v. Bolton (1 Camp. 
493), Osborn v. Gillett (supra), and. Clark v. London 
General Omnibus Co. (supra). All three cases were 
actions founded on tort, in which the death (in two cases of 
the daughter, in one of the wife) had been caused by accidents 
with vehicles on the road. But whereas in the two latter cases 
the daughter of the plaintiff had been killed by collision with 
another vehicle with the driver of which the plaintiff had no 
contractual relation, in Baker v. Bolton the plaintiff’s wife was 
travelling with him on the coach whose overturning constituted 
the accident, so that the cause of action arose out of the relation 
of the defendants to the plaintiff. Lord E:tennoroven said the 
plaintiff could only have damages for the loss of his wife’s society 
and his distress of mind on her account up to the moment of 
her death ; “in a civil court, the death of a human being could 
not be complained of as an injury.’’ In view of the circumstances 
of the action in Baker vy. Bolton, Vavanan Witutams, L.J., draws 
a distinction between cases where the death of a human being 
is part of the cause of action and cases where the death is only 
an element in the damages; some passages in the judgment 
delivered in Clark v. London General Omnibus Co. are con- 
sidered “to support the view that, where there is a cause of 
action independently of the wrong causing the death, such as a 
breach of contract, damage arising from the death of a human 











being may be included as an element of damage.’’ This view is 
accordingly adopted, and the conclusion arrived at by the Lord 
Justice is that the exception (illustrated by the three cases 
examined) to the general principle of the right to recover 
damages for injury sustained by a wrongful act, “ only applies to 
the cases where the cause of action is the wrong which caused the 
death, and does not apply where there is a cause of action inde- 
pendently of such wrong.” The plaintiff was, therefore, held 
entitled to recover, and the appeal was dismissed. 

Osborn v. Gillett has, therefore, been partially reconsidered by 
the Court of Appeal. The Canadian case of Monaghan 
v. Horn (7 Can. 8. C. R. 409) was not referred to by 
Vauenan Wiuiams, L.J.; that case was decided (by three judges 
to two) in accordance with Osborn v. Gillett, but the judgment of 
the dissenting judges (especially that of Tascnergav, J.) support 
the reasoning of the dissentient judgment of Bramwet, B., in the 
latter case. 








Reviews. 


Books of the Week. 


The Law Affecting Dogs and Their Owners. By WitLLIam 
MARSHALL FREEMAN, Barrister-at-Law. 5s. net. Jordan & Sons 
(Limited). 








New Orders, &c. 


The County Court Rules, 19:9 (No. 2). 


These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1909 (No. 
2), or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the County 
Court Rules, 1903, and had heen numbered therein by the 
ae of the Order and Rule placed in the margin opposite such 
Rule. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules 
means the Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court 
Rules, 1903, or in any County Court Rules of subsequent date as 
the case may be. 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were con- 
tained in the County Court Rules, 1903. 


ORDER XXV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 


1. In any such case as in the last naga rule mentioned the 
judge may, if he think fit, on application by the high bailiff made 
in accordance with rule 1 of Order XXVII, make an order for 
ayment by the execution creditor to the high bailiff of an 
ees or expenses incurred by the high bailiff which are not allow 
under the last preceding rule out of the money (if any) received _ 
under the execution. 


ORDER XLIa. 
Tue Companres (ConsotipaTion) Act, 1908. 


2.—(1.) The practice and rules of procedure for the time being 
in force in the High Court of Justice in relation to gE in the 
High Court under the es (Consolidation) Act, 1908, other 
than proceedings relating to the winding up of companies, shall, with 
the necessary modifications, apply to similar proceedings in the 
county courts having jurisdiction under the said Act ; and the judges 
and registrars of such courts respectively shall in relation to any such 
proceedings have and exercise all the powers of a judge of the High 
Court having jurisdiction in such proceedings, and of a registrar, 
master, or other officer of the High Court exercising the powers of 
any such judge. ; 

%(2.) conn and so far as by this rule provided, the County Court 
Rules for the time being in force, and the general practice of the 
county court in actions and matters under the equitable jurisdiction 
of the court, shall apply, as faras may be 4 auemee. as regards all 
such" proceedings as in this rule mentioned. j 

(3) The costs of any such proceedings as in this rule mentioned 
to the scale of costs applicable 


may be taxed and allowed accordi 
to similar proceedings in the High Court, 

4.) The court fees payable in respect of any such Poetines as 
in tbis rule mentioned shall, subject to the approval of the Treasury, 


be the same as those payable in respect of similar procoedings 
inactions or matters under the equitable jurisdiction of the county 


court, * 
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(5.) This rule, and rule 7 of Order LI., shall apply to such pro- 
ceedings as in this rule mentioned in the court exercising the 
stannaries jurisdiction. 

We, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Wood- 
fall, Thomas C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being Judges 
of County Courts appointed to frame Rules and Orders for 
regulating the practice of the courts and forms of proceedings 
therein, having by virtue of the powers vested in us in this 
behalf framed the foregoing Rules and Orders, do hereby certify 
the same under our hands and submit them to the Lord Chancellor 
accordingly. 

Wm. L. SELFE. 

Wm. Cecrt SMyYLy. 
R. WoopFALL. 

T. C. GRANGER. 

H. TinpaL ATKINSON. 


Approved, 
(Signed) Lorxrpurn, C. 
ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
Hersert H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
R. J. PARKER, J. 
CHRISTOPHER JAMES, 
JAMES §. BEALE. 


I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the 15th day of 
June, 1909. 


(Signed) 


(Signed) LoREBURN, C. 


The 24th day of May, 1909. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1909. 


[Continued from page 546.] 
APPENDIX. 
Form 36 instead of 36. 
Form of Memorandum under Paragraph 9 of Schedule II. 


(i.)—Jn case of Injury to Workman by Accident. 


To the Registrar of the 
County Court of holden at 
In the Matter of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
and 
In the Matter of an Arbitration between 
of 
Applicant, 
and 
of 
Respondents. 
[Or, where the matter has been decided by agreement without 
arbitration], 


In the Matter of an Agreement between 
of 
and 


of 

Be it remembered that on the day of 19 , personal 

injury was caused at (state place of accident) to the above-named 

» @ workman under no legal disability, [or an infant of the 

age of years,] by accident arising out of and in the course of his 
employment. 

And that on the 


19 , the following 


day of 
agreement was come’to by and between the said 


and the said 


that is to say: 
[or And that on the day of 19 , the following 
decision was given by a committee representative of the said 

and their workmen, having power to settle matters 
under the above-mentioned Act in the case of the said 
and their workmen, that is to say :] 
[or And that on the day of 19 , the following 
award was made and given by me, the undersigned : 
being an arbitrator agreed on by the said 
and the said , that is to say :] 

[Here set out copy of agreement, decision, or award.] 


(If a medical referee has been appointed to report, add:— 


A copy of the report of Mr. , a medical referee appointed 
to report in the above-mentioned matter, is hereunto annexed. 
[Add, if so, The said Mr. attended the arbitration on 
the day of  . 
You are hereby requested to record this memorandum pursuant to 
paragraph 9 of the second schedule to the above-mentioned Act. 

Dated this day of | ee 

Nore.—T his form to be adapted to the circumstances of the case and 
the matter decided, 





(ii.)—In case of Injury to Workman by Industrial Disease. 
To the Registrar of the 
County Court of holden at 
In the Matter of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
an 
In the Matter of an Arbitration between 
of 
Applicant, 
and 
of 
Respondents, 
[Or, where the matter has been decided by agreement without 
arbitration], 
In the Matter of an Agreement between 
of 
and 
of 
Be it remembered, 
That on the day of > Mr. ‘ 
the certifying surgeon appointed under the Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, for the district of [or Mr. ‘ 
one of the medical referees appointed by the Secretary of State for the 
purposes of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906,] certified that 
A.B. of , a workman under no legal disability, 
[or an infant of the age of years,] was suffering from ; 
a disease coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, and was thereby disabled from earning full wages at the work at 
which he was employed. 
[or That on the day of : 
A.B. of » & workman 
under no legal disability, [or an infant of the age of years,] was, in 
pursuance of special rules [or regulations] made under the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, suspended from his usual employment on account 
of his having contracted > & disease 
coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906; 
And that the said A.B. alleged that the above- 
mentioned disease was due to the nature of his employment in 
[describe employment], and that he was last employed 
in such employment within the twelve months previous to the date 
of disablement or suspension by C.D. & Co., Limited, : 


0 ; 
And that on the day of 
following agreement was come to by and between the said 
and the said 


19 , the 


that is to say : 
{or And that on the day of 19 , the 
following decision was given by a committee representative of the said 
and their workmen, having power 
to settle matters under the above-mentioned Act in the case of the said 
and their workmen, that is to say :] 
[or And that on the day of 19 , the 
following award was made and given by me, the undersigned 

,being an arbitrator agreed on by the said 
and the said , that 
is to say :] 
[Here set out copy of agreement, decision, or award.} 
[If a medical referee has been appointed to report, add :— 

A copy of the report of Mr. , @ medical referee 
appointed to report in the above-mentioned matter, is hereunto 
annexed. 

[Add, if so, The said Mr. 
arbitration on the. day of 

You are hereby requested to record this memorandum, pursuant to 
paragraph 9 of the second schedule of the above-mentioned Act. 

Dated this day of 19 

Note.—T'his form to be adapted to the circumstances of the case and 

the matter decided. 


(iii.) Where Death resulted from the Injury. 
To the Registrar of the County Court of 
holden at 
In the Matter of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 


attended the 


an 
In the Matter of an Arbitration between 


Applicant, 
and se 


Respondents. 
[Or, where the matter has been decided by afreement without 
arbitration], 
; In the Matter of an Agreement between 
oO 


of 
Be it remembered, that on the day of 
19 , personal injury was caused at (state place of accident) to 
late of 
, deceased, by accident arising out of and in the course 
of his employment, and that on the day of 
. , the said 


and 


died as the result of such injury, 
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And that on the day of . 
19 , the following agreement was come to by and between 
, 
the dependants of the said , 
within the meaning of the above-mentioned Act, and the said 
, 
that is to say : 
{Or And that on the day of : ok 
19  , the following decision was given by a committee representative 
of the said 
and their workmen, having power to settle matters under the above- 
mentioned Act in the case of the said 
and their workmen, that is to say :] 
Or And that on the day of ~ ‘ 
th , the following award was made and given by me, the under- 
signed 
Ses an arbitrator agreed on by 
the dependants of the said . : 
within the meaning of the above-mentioned Act, and the said 
, that is to say :] 
[Here set out copy of agreement, decision, or award.} 
[If a medical referee has been appointed to report, add :— 
A copy of the report of Mr. 
a medical referee appointed to report in the above-mentioned matter, is 
hereunto annexed. 
[Add, if so, The said Mr. 
attended the arbitration on the day of 19 .] 
You are hereby requested to record this memorandum, pursuant to 
paragraph 9 of the second schedule to the above-mentioned Act. 
Dated this day of 19 . 
Note.—This form to be adapted to the circumstances of the case and 
the matter decided. 


(iv.). Where Death resulted from Industrial Disease. 


To the Registrar of the County Court of 
holden at 
In the Matter of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 


and 
In the Matter of an Arbitration between 


Applicant, 
and 


Respondents. 
(Or, where the matter has been decided by agreement without 
arbitration], 
In the Matter of an Agreement between 


and 
of 
Be it remembered, 
That on the day of , Mr. 
the certifying surgeon under the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, for 
the district of for Mr. one of the medical 
referees appointed by the Secretary of State for the purposes of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906], certified that A.B. of 
was suffering from , a disease coming within section 8 of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and was thereby disabled from 
earning full wages at the work at which he was employed ; and on the 
day of the said A.B. died, his death being 
caused ty the said disease ; 
[Or, That on the day of A.B., 
of was in pursuance of special rules [or regulations] made 
under the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, suspended from his usual 
employment on account of his having contracted , @ disease 
coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and 
on the day of the said A.B. died, his death 
being caused by the said disease :] 
[Or, That on the day of A.B., late of 
; _ died, his. death being caused by » & disease 
coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906 ; 
And that the dependants of the said A.B. alleged that the 
above-mentioned disease was due to the nature of the employment of the 
said A.B. in (describe employment), and that 
he was last employed in such employment within the twelve months 
previous to his disablement or suspension [or, if the workman died with- 
out having obtained a certificate of disablement, or was not at the tinie 
of his death in receipt of a weekly payment on account of disablement, 
within the twelve months previous to his death] by C.D. & Co., 
Limited, of ]. 
And that on the day of ,19 , 
the following agreement was come to by and between 
the dependants of the said é 
within the meaning of the above-mentioned Act, and the said 
that 18 to say : ‘ 
(Or, And that on the day of ,19 , 
a, following decision was given by a committee representative of the 





and their workmen, having power to settle matters under the above- 
mentioned Act in the case of the said 

and their workmen, that is to say :] 

(Or, And that on the day of -_—_s 
the following award was made and given by me, the undersigned 


being an arbitrator agreed on by 
tine dependants of the said : 
within the meaning of the above-mentioned Act, and the said 
, that is to say :] 
[Here set out copy of agreement, decision, or award.] 
[If a medical referee has been appointed to report, add :— 

A copy of the report of Mr. 
a medical referee appointed to report in the above-mentioned matter, is 
hereunto annexed. 
[Add, if so, The said Mr. 
attended the arbitration on the day of 19 .] 

You are hereby requested to record this memorandum, pursuant to 
paragraph 9 of the second schedule to the above-mentioned Act. 

Dated this ~day of 19 . 

Nore.—This form to be adapted to the circumstances of the case and 
the matter decided. 


Form 36a instead of 36a. 


Information to be supplied where a Memorandum of an Agreement as 
to the redemption of a weekly payment by a lump sum, or as to the 
amount of compensation payable to a person under any legal dis- 
ability, or to dependants, is presented for registration. Schedule 
I1., paragraph 9; Rules 41 (3), 49 (1). 


A. In case of agreement with injured workman. 
[Heading as in Memorandum.] 

(a.) A.B. named in the memorandum of 
agreement presented for registration in this matter was at the date of 
the accident [or disablement or suspension] years of age. 

(b.) He was employed as and his average weekly 


earnings computed in accordance with the above-mentioned Act 
were ° 
(c.) He was injured by 
injury was as follows : 
(d.) He was totally incapacitated for work for a period of 9 
but recovered and was fit to resume his ordinary work on the 


, and the nature of his 


day of : 

[or He was and is at present totally incapacitated for work, but is 
ome to recover and to be fit to resume his ordinary work in 
about 3é 

[or He was totally incapacitated for ‘work for a period of ’ 
and is now partially incapacitated, but such partial incapacity is not 
likely to be permanent, and he is expected to recover and to be fit 
to resume his ordinary work in about : 

[or He was and is totally incapacitated for work, and such incapacity 
is likely to be permanent] : 

[or He was totally incapacitated for work for a period of ’ 
and is still partially incapacitated, and such partial incapacity is likely 
to be permanent, but he is able to do light work, and it is estimated 
that he is able to earn an average weekly amount of in 
some suitable employment or business] : 

[or as the case may be}. e 

(e.) The said received the following payments, 
allowances, or benefits from his employers previous to the date of the 
agreement, viz. :— 

[Here state payments made, and where a weekly payment has been 
made, the amount of such payment, and the period for which it 
was paid.] 

Dated this day of 19 

B. Where death resulted from the injury or industrial disease. 

[Heading as in Memorandum.] 

(a.) A.B. named in the memorandum of 

reement presented for registration in this matter, was at the date 
of the accident [or disablement or suspension or death] years 
of age. 

(b.) He was employed as , and his earnings in the 
employment of during the three years next pre- 
ceding the injury in the said memorandum mentioned [or his average 
weekly earnings during the period of his employment under 
were . 

(c.) He left the following dependants wholly dependent upon his 

earnings, and the following dependants partially dependent, viz. ;— 

[Here state dependants, with their relationship to the deceased, and 
particulars showing how and to what extent they were dependent.) 
[Or He left no dependants wholly dependent upon his earnings, but 

left the following dependants partially dependent, viz. :— 

[Here state dependants, with their relationship to the deceased, and 
particulars showing how and to what extent they were dependent.] 
{a.) The said received the following payments, 

allowances, or benefits from his employers after the accident [er dis- 

ablement or suspension], viz :— 

Dated this day of 19 
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Form 53a instead of 53a. 

Precipe for Payment into Court under Schedule I., paragraph 5, and 
Rule 568, where there is no dispute as to the liability to pay Com- 
pensation, but the Amount payable has not been ascertained or 
decided by Arbitration or Agreement. 


In the County Court of holden at 
No. of matter. 
In the matter of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
and 
In the matter of an injury by accident to A.B. late 
of which resulted in the death of 
said A.B. 
Take Notice, 
1. That on the day of personal injury by accident 
arising out of and in the course of his employment was caused at 
(state place of accident) to A.B. 


, late of deceased, a workman employed by 
[or by , a contractor with for 
the execution of work undertaken by them,] and on the day 
of the death of the said A.B. resulted from the 


injury. 
[Or in case of industrial disease, 
Take Noricez, 


1. That on the day of 
Mr. the certifying surgeon under the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, for the district of [or Mr. one 
of the medical referees appointed by the Secretary of State for the 
Purposes of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906,] certified that 
A.B. of was suffering from 
a disease coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 

« 1906, and was thereby disabled from earning full wages at the work at 
which he was employed ; and on the day 
the said A.B. died, his death being caused by the said 
disease. 

[Or That on the 
of was in pursuance of special rules [or regulations] made 
under the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, suspended from his usual 
employment on account of his having contracted , a disease 
coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 


day of A.B. ; 


and on the day of the said A.B. 
died, his death being caused by the said disease.] 
[Or That on the day of A.B. late 


died, his death being caused by , a disease 

coming within section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 19064 
And that the dependants of the said A.B. allege that ‘the 
above-mentioned disease was due to the nature of the employment of 
the said A.B. in 
he was last employed in such employment within the twelve month 
previous to his disablement or suspension [or, if the workman diet 
without having obtained a certificate of disablement, or was not at the 
time of his death in receipt of a weekly payment on account of dis- 
ablement, within the twelve months previous to his death] by 

C.D. & Co., Limited of ; 


2. There is no dispute as to the liability of the said to 
pay compensation under the above-mentioned Act to the depen- 
dents of the said A.B. in respect of the injury caused to them 
by the death of the said A.2. , but the amount payable as 
compensation has not been ascertained or decided either by a com- 
mittee or by arbitration or by agreement. 


3. The said of 
[or Messrs. , solicitors for the said 
of ] do therefore pay into court [when paid by 
solicitors, add at the request of the said ] the sum 
of (state sum in letters) being the amount admitted by the 
said to be payable by them as compensation in the above- 


mentioned matter 


4. (a.) The said A.B. was at the date of the accident [or 
disablement or suspension or death] years of age. 

(b.) He was employed as , and his earnings in the 
employment of the said during the three years next pre- 
ceding the injury {or disablement 07 suspension or death] [or his average 
weekly earnings during the period of this employment under the said 

] were , 

&. To the best of the knowledge and belief of the said the 

persons interested in the said sum as dependants of the eaid A.B. 


are 
[State dependants, with their ages and relationship to deceased work- 
man, and places of residence, as far as known.] 


6. The amount admitted by the said 
to be payable as compensation has been arrived at as follows, viz. :— 
dated this day of 
(Signed) 
[or 
Solicitors for 


To the Registrar. 
Received the above-mentioned eum of 


/ - » subject to 
inquiry as to adequacy. 


Registrar. 
(Date ) 





Form 53aa. 
Notices to parties where Registrar refers the question of adequacy of 
amount paid into Court under Rule 56B to the Judge. 
In the County Court of holden at 
[Heading as in Precipe for Paymient into Court.) 
Take Nortce, that I have referred the question of the adequacy of the 
amount paid into Court in this matter to the judge. 





AND FURTHER TAKE NOTICE, that by order of the judge you are hereby 
summoned to attend before the judge at a Court to be holden at 

on the day of 
at the hour of in the noon, when the matter 
will be inquired into by the judge; 

And that if you do not attend either in person or by your solicitor 
on the day and at the hour above mentioned such order will be 
made and proceedings taken as the judge may think just and expedient. 

Dated this day otf 
Registrar. 
To [the employer and the persons appearing by the pracipe to be 
interested in the amount paid in.] 
Form 53s instead of 53s. ; 
Notice by Registrar of Payment into Court under Schedule I., 
paragraph 5 
(i.) Where amount payable has been ascertained or decided, and 
payment into Court is made under Rule 56a. 
In the County Court of holden at 
[Heading as in Pracipe for Payment into Court.] 
Take Noricz, that the sum of 
has been paid into Court as compensation in the above-mentioned matter, 

Any person interested in the said sum may apply to the Court for an 
order for the investment and application of the said sum for the benefit 
of the persons entitled thereto in accordance with paragraph 5 of the 
first schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and the 
rules of Court made under the said Act. 

Dated this day of 
Registrar. 
To 


Hours of attendance, &c. 


(ii.) Where amount payable has not been ascertained or decided, and 
payment into Court is made under Rule 56s. 
In the County Court of holden at 








(describe employment), and that {| 





[Heading as in Praecipe for Payment into Court.]} 

Take Norice that the sum of £ 
has been paid into Court as compensation in the above-mentioned matter. 

If any question arises as to the adequacy of the amount paid into 
Court, such question, and all questions as to who are dependants, and 
the amount payable to each dependant, must be settled by arbitration, 
in accordance with the above-mentioned Act and the rules of Court 
made under the said Act. 

f no question arises as to the adequacy of the amount paid into 
Court, any person interested in the said sum may apply to the Court 
for an order for the investment and application of the said sum for the 
benefit of the persons entitled thereto in accordance with paragraph 5 
of the first schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and the 
rules of Court made under the said Act. 

Dated this day of 


To 


Registrar. 


Hours of attendance, &c. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS.’ 


Court of Appeal. 


FLEMING AND OTHERS v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. No. 1. 
2ist and 22nd April; 14th May. 


Merropotis—Strrers—Buitpinc Line—Suors Erected oN Fore- 
COURTS—ALTERATION OF BurtpInc Line—ConsENT OF METROPOLITAN 
Boarp or Works Brrorz 1894—MerropoLtis MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT 
Act, 1862, s. 75—Lonpvon Buitpine Act, 1894, ss. 22, 27, 216. 


In determining the general line of buildings in a part of the Euston- 
road the T'ribunal of Appeal under the London Building Act, 1894, had 
regard to the existence of a number of buildings, for the most part one 
storey high, which had from time to time been builé on the fore-courts 
of the main buildings. The erection of buildings on the fore-courts, 
except on old foundations, was, before, 1862, prohibited vy section 140 
of an Act of 1826 (7 Geo. 4, c. calii.) Subsequently, though section 
140 of the Act of 1826 was repealed, the erection of buildings in the 
street beyond the general line of buildings was unlawful, except with the 
consent of the Metropolitan Board of Works or their successors, the 
London County Council, under section 15 of the Metropolis Management 
Amendment Act, 1894. Some of the buildings on the fore-courts were 
erected with consent, as to one of the others there was evidence that the 
consent of the Board had been refused, and as to the rest there was 2 
evidence that consent had ‘been applied for. 
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es 
Held (Fletcher Moulton and Farwell, L.JJ., ee P., dis- 
senting), reversing the decision of the Divisional Court, that the Tribunal 
of Appeal were wrong in law in having regard to the existence of the 
buildings on the fore-courts, and that the line of buildings was the main 
front of the original buildings, as defined in the certificate of the super- 
intending architect. 

Appeal by the London County Council against a decision of the 
Divisional Court affirming a decision of the Tribunal of Appeal in 
respect of the building line of certain property situated in the Euston- 
road, in the borough of St. Pancras, in the County of London, upon a 
case stated by the Tribunal of Appeal under the London Building Act, 
1894. The case stated that along part of the Euston-road were houses 
built before 1862, in front of which there had since been erected one- 
storey shops projecting as far as the pavement line of road. The consent 
of the Metropolitan Board of Works, as required by the Metropolis 
Management Amendment Act, 1862, had been obtained for the erection 
of some of these; as to one of the others the consent of the Board had 
been refused, and as to the rest there was no evidence that the consent 
of the Board had been applied for. No attempt had been made to obtain 
the removal of the latter under the Act of 1862, which provided for the 
demolition of such structures if erected without proper consent. The 
Act of 1862 was repealed by the London Building Act of 1894, which 
enacted by section 27 that the consent of the London County Council to 
any building beyond the general line of buildings should not be deemed 
to alter the existing general line of buildings, and by section 216 that all 
consents given under the repealed Acts should have the same validity and 
effect as consents under that Act. The superintending architect held 
the general line of buildings to be the frontage of the original houses. 
The Tribunal of Appeal defined the general line of buildings as the 
frontage of the projecting shops. Tle London County Council appealed, 
contending that the Tribunal of Appeal were not entitled to have regard 
to the buildings on the fore-courts ; but the Divisional Court held that 
the Tribunal of Appeal were not wrong in law in having regard to the 
existence of these one-storey buildings, and therefore that their decision 
was right as to the general line of buildings. The proceedings in the 
Divisional Court are reported sub. nom. London County Council v. 
Metropolitan Railway and Others (1909, 1 K. B. 116), and sub. nom. 
Fleming v. London County Council (53 Soticrtors’ Journat 48 ; 72 J.P. 
§19). Cur. adv. vult. 

May 14.—Txe Courr (Bicuam, P., dissenting) held that the decision 
of the Divisional Court was wrong, and that the appeal should be 
allowed. 

Firercuer Mopiron and Farwett, L.JJ., read judgments in which 
they expressed the opinion that the superintending architect had rightly 
defined the general line of buildings as being the main front of the 
original buildings which were erected in 1862, and had rightly dis- 
regarded the one-storey shops which had subsequently been erected on 
the fore-courts. The appeal was therefore allowed.—Counsgn, C. A. 
Russell, K.C., and Daldy for the appellants; Macmorran, K.C., and 
Bethune for railway company; Simon, K:C., and Cecil Walsh for 
Fleming and other parties interested. Sonicrrors, HZ. Tanner; Chas. 
de W. Kitcat; Francis Howse & Eve. 

[Reported by Exsxrne Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CUTHBERT v. ROBARTS, LUBBOCK, & CO. No. 2. 20th May. 


Banker AND Customer—Deposit or Securitres—LOAN FOR PARTICULAR 
Purrose—Srcurities BeLoNcine To TuHirp PARTY—GENERAL OVER- 
DRAFT—BANKERS’ LIEN. 

Bankers cannot claim a general bankers’ iien except upon a customer’s 
own property. Where, therefore, securities which the bankers know to 
belong to a third party had been deposited by a customer with the 
bank to secure a loan for the purposes of the third party, the bankers 
were not entitled to apply the securities towards the liquidation of a 
balance due on the customer’s current account. 


This was an appeal from decision of Joyce, J. In September, 
1907, the plaintiff was the registered holder of 100 shares in the Provi- 
dent Clerks and General Guarantee and Accident Co. (Limited), which 
were of the value of about £14 per share. On the 19th of September, 
1907, the plaintiff wrote to Mr. Cancellor, whom she knew as her late 
father’s stockbroker, instructing him to purchase on her behalf shares 
in the Northern Pacific Railway Co. to the amount of £1,000, if he 
could raise that amount on the security of her Provident shares. On 
the 20th of September Cancellor bought for the plaintiff 50 shares 
in the Northern Pacific Railway at 138}, and on the same day he 
wrote informing her that he had arranged to get a loan from the 
defendants, his bankers, and enclosing the contract note. He after- 
wards sent her a blank transfer of the Provident shares, which he 
requested her to execute, and a letter of authority to borrow on the 
shares for her signature. That letter was in the following terms :— 
“I hereby authorize you to borrow money upon the 100 Provident 
Clerks shares, Nos. 6,166 to 6,265, for which I have handed you certi- 
ficates and transfers signed by me.’’ The plaintiff duly executed the 
transfer and signed the letter, and returned both, together with the 
certificate for the shares, to Mr. Cancellor. It further appeared that 
instead of borrowing from the bank the amount necessary and paying 
for the Northern Pacific shares, Mr. Cancellor carried them over. 
Accordingly, on the 30th of October, 1907, he wrote to the plaintiff 
telling her that he had paid £242 for differences on the shares, which 

fallen in value, and that he had borrowed £250 on her account 
on the security of the Provident Clerks shares, On the same day Mr. 


Cancellor was declared a defaulter on the Stock Exchange, and he was: 











afterwards adjudicated a bankrupt, his account with the bank being +. 
largely overdrawn. The plaintiff never obtained the Northern Pacific 
shares, which were purported to have been bought for her, and the bank 
now claimed to be entitled to retain her Provident Clerks shares, which 
they alleged had been deposited with them by way of security in re- 
spect of Cancellor’s overdraft. The plaintiff brought this action for 
an injunction to restrain the bank from dealing with the shares, a 
declaration that she was entitled to them free from any claim by the 
bank, and, alternatively, a declaration that she was entitled to redeem 
the shares upon payment to the bank of the sum of £250 and interest. 
Joyce, J., held that the bank were not entitled to apply the plaintiff's 
shares or the proceeds thereof to the liquidation of the debit balance 
upon Cancellor’s current account, as the shares in question were not 
the property of Cancellor, the customer of the bank, at all; they were 
deposited for a special purpose. Consequently, in his lordship’s opinion, 
those shares in favour of the bank did not stand charged with more 
than £250 and interest thereon at the agreed rate from the 15th of 
October. Subject to this being discharged, the plaintiff was entitled 
to have her shares restored to her, and the defendants, the bank, 
must pay the costs of the action. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and KeEnnepy, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The question in this appeal is as to the ex- 
tent to which the defendants are entitled to a charge on certain shares 
of the plaintiff to secure a balance or part of a balance due to them 
from Cancellor, who was a broker employed by the plaintiff, and a 
customer of the defendants. The material facts may be stated shortly. 
(His Lordship stated the facts, and continued) :—In these circum- 
stances the plaintiff has tendered £250, but no more, though she does 
not admit that, in point of law, the bankers have any valid charge. 
The bankers claim a charge for the full value of the shares, and 
alternatively for the £500. Joyce, J., has decided in favour of 
the plaintiff. I feel no doubt that the plaintiff is wrong in so far as 
it is contended that the bankers were under any obligation to see that. 
the purpose for which the money was to be borrowed was duly ful- 
filled, and in so far as it is contended that the bankers were not 
authorized to lend on the security of the 100 Provident shares alone 
without the Americans which were to be purchased, and in so far as 
it is contended that the bankers cannot be said to have relied u 
the letter of authority which the manager never saw. I am sati 
that the bank got a good charge for the £250, which was not applied 
in the purchase of shares. ere was a request to advance on the 
security and a compliance with the request, and it is wholly unim- 
portant that the documents deposited were not opened or seen by the 
manager. But there is a ground upon which I think the plaintiff is 
entitled to succeed. The bankers cannot claim a general bankers’ lien 
except upon the customer’s own property. The transaction between 
the manager and Cancellor was not a deposit to secure the balance 
from time to time due on his current account. The deposited authority 
was only ‘‘to borrow money upon”’ the shares. If a customer draws 
a cheque for a sum in excess of the amount standing to the credit of 
his current account, it is really a request for a loan, and if the cheque 
is honoured the customer has Lousandl money. But it does not follow 
that such a simple transaction is a borrowing upon a security not 
belonging to the customer and known to the bankers to be deposited for 
a special purpose. In my opinion the mere drawing a cheque by 
Cancellor, without any referencé to the security, was not a borrowing 
upon the plaintiff's shares. It was not intended by him to be an act 
done in pursuance of the authority, and the bankers could not, by their 
own mere volition, treat it as an act done [a in pursuance of 
the authority. For this reason, which is substantially that a by 
Joyce, J., I think the appeal fails and must be dismissed with costs. 
I may add that, in any point of view, the bank could not claim more 
than the £500, for they did not intend to honour cheques beyond that 
amount on the faith of the deposit. 

Bucxtey and Kennepy, L.JJ., also read judgments dismissing the 
appeal.—CounseL, Hughes, K.C., and Pollock ; ee K.C., and 
P. F. Wheeler. Soticrrors, Golding, Hargrove, & Golding; Leighton 
& Savory. 




























































[Reported by J. I. Srretine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


COPE v. CROSSINGHAM. No. 2. 2ist May. 


Trape Unton—Brancnh Union—Secession or Branch—TRUsSTEES OF 
Branch Funps—Trvustees or Unron—Action to Restrrars Mius- 
APPLICATION OF Funps—PayMent Over—Trape Union Act, 1871 
(34 & 35 Vier. c. 31), s. 4. 

An action by the trustees of a trade union to restrain the trustees of 

a seceding branch of the trade union from applying the branch funds 

otherwise than in accordance with the rules of the union is not a legal 

proceeding instituted with the object of directly enforcing an agree- 
ment for the application of the funds of the union to provide benefits 

to members within section 4 of the Trade Union Act, 1871. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Eve, J. (reported §&2 
Soricrrors’ JournaL, 683). It appeared that the Municipal 
Employees’ Association was a trade union with branches, an 
was registered under the Trade Union Acts, 1871 and 1876. The 
general management of the society was vested in the National Executive 
Council. In 1901 a branch of the society called the Woolwich branch 
was constituted. In the year 1907 the society suspended from his duties 
one Taylor, who was the general secretary of the society. In Febru- 
ary, 1907, a meeting of the members of the Woolwich branch was held, 
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‘when a resolution was carried that, unless Taylor was reinstated as 
secretary of the society, the branch would secede from the union and 
the money be distributed among the members. Taylor was not, how- 
ever, reinstated, but one Davies was appointed in his place. In May, 
1907, Davies required the secretary of the branch to pay over the funds 
of the branch to the society, which he refused to do, and, as the 

laintiffs alleged, threatened to distribute the funds amongst the mem- 

rs of the branch. Thereupon the plaintiffs, as head trustees of the 
society, commenced this action against the defendants, as trustees of 
-the branch, for a declaration that the resolution carried at the meeting 
of the branch members was ultra vires and of no effect, and for an 
injunction restraining the defendants from distributing the fund or 
dealing with it otherwise than in accordance with the rules of the 
society. It was contended on behalf of the defendants that the Court 
had no jurisdiction, and that the action would not lie. Section 4 of the 
Trade Union Act, 1871, provides that nothing in the Act shall enable 
any court to entertain any legal proceeding instituted with the object 
of directly enforcing any agreement for the application of the funds of 
a trade union, inter alia, to provide benefits to members. The plaintiffs 
contended that the present action was not to enforce an agreement, 
but to restrain the branch from dealing with the fund contrary to the 
rules of the society, and they relied on Wolfe v. Matthews (21 Ch. D. 
194) and Howden v. Yorkshire Miners’ Association (1903, 1 K. B. 308; 
"1905, A. C. 256). The plaintiffs also contended that, upon the true 
construction of the rules of the society the defendants were not en- 
titled to distribute the fund, but ought to pay it over to the society. 
The defendants disclaimed at the Bar any intention to distribute the 
fund among the members. They contended that the branch trustees 
were the legal owners of the fund, and that, as the action involved the 
administration of the fund, the action would not lie. Eve, J., came to 
the conclusion that the action would lie; and also that a distribution 
of the funds among the members of the branch would be ultra vires 
and not in accordance with the rules cf the society, and he made a 
declaration to that effect. His lordship did not, however, consider 
that this was a case in which an injunction ought to be granted, but he 
gave the plaintiffs liberty to apply in case of any threatened misapplica- 
tion of the fund. No order was made as to costs. The plaintiffs 
appealed against so much of the judgment as consisted of a refusal 
to order the three first-named defendants to pay over the funds in their 
‘hands to the plaintiffs. The defendants gave notice of cross-appeal to 
have it adjudged that the action was not maintainable. 

THe Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and KeENnnepy, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the cross-appeal, and affirmed the decision of Eve, J. 
but varied his order by granting an injunction. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The Municipal Employees’ Association is a 
registered trade union. Its rules are so obscure and so inartistically 
framed that it is by no means easy to interpret them. But the follow- 
ing propositions seem to me to be correct—(1) It is a trade union, with 
branches ; (2) a man is admitted a member of a particular branch, and 
not of the union as a whole, and elected a member by the branch; (3) 
there are branch trustees, elected by the branch members, and there 
are head trustees, appointed by the national executive council; (4) the 
general management of the association is vested in the national execu- 
tive council, with large powers to suspend from all benefits or privileges 
any branch or any member; (5) the contributions of members are paid 
to the officers of the branches to which they belong; (6) the head office 
funds are produced by payments made by the branches in respect of (a) 
entrance fees, (6) a sum of 1s. 6d. per quarter for each member, and (c) 
an annual sum for each member for legal expenses and for Parlia- 
mentary representation ; (7) the branch funds are produced by payments 
made by members—out of these funds the administration expenses of 
the branch are paid, and also sick pay; should there be a sum in hand 
beyond a certain limit the excess is to go to a reserve sick fund at the 
head office, and in case of deficiency the branch can claim assistance 
out. of this reserve sick fund; (8) funeral claims and accident claims 
are paid out of the head office funds, but through the branch secretary ; 
(9) accounts are audited quarterly, the branch accounts by auditors 
appointed by the branch, and the head office accounts by auditors other- 
wise appointed ; (10) there is no provision for the secession of a branch. 
In Ay ag 1907, a duly convened meeting of the Woolwich branch 
was held, when it was resolved that, in the event which happened, the 
branch “‘ seceded their membership ’’ from the union and that the money 
be drawn from the Post Office Savings Bank and distributed among 
the members. All the members of the branch were parties to, or sub- 
sequently concurred in, this resolution. It seems that other branches 
took the same course, and the national executive council resolved to 
take proceedings for the purpose of recovering all money and other 
properties of the association held by seceding branches. And they 
subsequently resolved that no further benefits be paid to members of 
seceding branches. This action is really a test action. The plaintiffs 
are the head trustees, and the defendants are the trustees of the 
Woolwich branch. The statement of claim sought—(1) A declaration 
that the resolution of February, 1907, was ultra vires; (2) an injunc- 
tion ; (3) the removal of the defendant trustees and the appointment of 
new trustees; and (4) administration by the court of the funds and 
property of the branch. The defence denied that the branch still 
exists, and alleged that the defendants held the branch funds for the 
persons who had been members of the branch, who were their cestuis 
que trust, and they pleaded the Trade Union Act, 1871. Eve, J., 
made a declaration as asked by the prayer, but declined to order pay- 
ment of the funds to the plaintiffs, and gave liberty to apply for an 
injunction. The plaintiffs appeal against the refusal to order payment, 
and the defendants by their cross notice appeal against the whole judg- 
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ment. It is conceded by the appellants that the action could not hayg 
been maintained before the Act of 1871; but they assert that there ig 
nothing in section 4 which deprives them of their right to recover 
from the defendants money and property which is legally vested in the 
plaintiffs as trustees of the association. Now by section 8 of the Act 
of 1871 the real and personal estate of any branch of a trade union 
is vested in the trustees of such branch, and not in the trustees of 
the union. It is true that by section 3 of the Act of 1876, section § 
is amended by inserting after the words ‘trustees of such branch” 
the words ‘‘or of the trustees of the trade union if the rules of the 
trade union so provide.’’ But I am clearly of opinion that there ig 
nothing to be found in the rules of this trade union to prevent the 
application of section 8. Indeed, it is plain that the rules contemplate 
and expressly provide that the branch funds shall be vested in the 
branch trustees. This seems to strike at the root of the plaintiffs’ 
title to require payment of the money in the hands of the defendants, 
It is no doubt true that the rules contain numerous provisions for 
payment of various sums out of the branch funds to the head office 
and to other persons (such as branch secretary and branch auditors 
and members for sick pay), and on the other hand for payment by the 
head office of various sums to or for the benefit of the members of 
the branch. This, however, involves the administration of the funds 
according to the rules, and to order payment would be a direct enforce- 
ment of an agreement for the application of funds to provide benefits 
to members, and would therefore fall within section 4. I do not intend 
tw indicate an opinion that new trustees of the union could not maintain 
an action to recover union funds fiom former trustees, and the same 
would apply to new trustees of the branch as against former trustees 
of the branch. That would not involve any administration. But I 
am unable to apply that principle in the present case. I think the 
branch trustees never were trustees of the union and were never account 
able as such. Eve, J., has held, and the Lords Justices agree, that 
the plaintiffs, although not entitled to require payment of the money, 
have a sufficient interest in the branch funds to entitle them to an in. 
junction to restrain the defendants from dealing with the branch funds 
otherwise than in accordance with the rules. I feel some doubt on this 
point—a doubt based upon the hopeless obscurity of the rules; but I 
am not prepared to formally dissent from the view which is taken by 
my colleagues. It follows that Eve, J.’s judgment must be affirmed 
and an injunction granted, and the cross notice must be dismissed. 
There should be no costs of the appeal. 


Buckxtey and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Preston; J. D. A. Johnson. Soxicyrors, F. A. &. 
Stern; C. O. Whitgreave. 

[Reported by J. I. Srratine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CRASKE v. WIGAN. No.f2. 27th May. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—ACCIDENT TO SERVANT—COMPENSATION—ACCIDENT 
not ARISING OUT OF EMPLOYMENT—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1. 


A claimant for compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, must establish that the accident either arose out of something 
that he was doing in the course of his work, or that his work placed 
him.in a position of peculiar danger. It is not enough for him to say 
that he would not have met with the accident if he had not been at 
work, 


This was an appeal frém an award of the judge of the Gloucester 
County Court sitting as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1906. Craske, the applicant in the arbitration, was ladies’- 
maid and sewing-maid to Mrs. Wigan, the wife of the respondent. On 
the 4th of June, 1908, between 8.30 and 9 p.m., Craske was sitting sew- 
ing by electric light. It was a hot night and the windows were open. 
A cockchafer flew into the room, and Craske in throwing up her hand 
to prevent its striking her in the face hit her right eyeball so violent a 
blow with the bent knuckle of her right thumb as to cause an injury 
which resulted in the ultimate loss of the lens of the eye and consequent 
permanent defective vision. As a result she had lost her situation. The 
county court judge was of opinion that, though the accident happened 
in the course of the employment, it did not arise out of the employment, 
and consequently the applicant must fail. The applicant appealed. 


Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and KENNEDY, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 


Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that, notwithstanding the ingenious 
arguments put forward by counsel for the appellant, he could not bring 
himself to doubt that the county court judge was right in_ the 
award that he had made. The court was really asked to remove from 
the Act the words “ arising out of ’’ the employment. The facts were 
very simple. [His lordship stated the facts, and comtinued :] In that state 
of things was it possible for the court to say that this was an accident 
arising, not merely in the course of, but out of, the employment? His 
lordship thought that it was a risk in no way incidental to the employ- 
ment. This maid was not placed in -se | position of special danger ; the 
incursion of a cockchafer into a lighted room through a window was 4 
thing that might have happened to anybody, and it seemed impossible 
to say that the fright caused by the cockchafer, followed by her putting 
her thumb into her eye, was something caused by her employment. 
Several authorities had been cited, no one of which seemed applica 
In Andrew vy. Failsworth (1904, 2 K. B. 32) the man was working on & 
high scaffold, and so placed by his employment in a position of special 
danger, where he was more likely to be struck by lightning than aa 
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ordinary inhabitant. Then there was the case of Challis v. London and 
South-Western Railway Co. (1905, 2 K. B. 154). That case turned on 
the fact that it was well known to be an irresistible temptation to small 
boys to drop stones on to a train as it passed under a railway bridge. 
In that case a stone had passed through the (pean at the top of the cab 
and struck the driver in the eye. It was held that this was an accident 
which arose out of the employment, and his lordship would read a few 
words from his own judgment in that case : ‘‘ It seems to me that the 
risk of such an occurrence is one which may reasonably be looked upon 
as incidental to the employment of an engine-driver, though it might not 
be incidental to other employments.”’ Then the case of the stable cat, 
Rowland v. Wright (77 L. J. K. B. 1071), had been referred to. That 
case had no bearing on the present case. The cat was really a part of 
the furniture of the stable. The man in the course of his employment 
was taking his meal in the stable when the cat, though quite ufiprovoked, 
flew at him and bit him. That was just as much an accident arising out 
of the course of his employment as if he had been kicked by one of his 
horses. The court was asked to depart from what was their invariable 
rule—namely, to hold that it was not enough for the applicant to say 
that the accident would not have happened if he had not been in that 
particular place. The applicant must say that the accident arose because 
of something he was doing in the course of his work or because his work 
laced him in a position of peculiar danger. Unless that was estab- 
ished the applicant must fail, because the accident did not arise out of 
the employment. His lordship thought that the court would be admin- 
istering neither law nor justice if they did not hold that the 
county court judge was right and dismissed the appeal. 

Bucxtey, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Kennevy, L.J., agreed.—Counset, Hume Williams, K.C., and Bar- 
rington Ward; Eldon Bankes, K.C., and Wethered. Sotscirors, Coll- 
yer-Bristow, Curtis & Co., for Frederick Hall, Folkestone; Watson, 
Sons, § Room, for Wanabrough, Robinson, Tayler, ¢ Taylor, Bristol, 

[Reported by J. I. Srratine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MARES », CARNE, No. 2. 26th May. 


Master AND SERVANT—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION—PRINCIPAL AND Sus- 
ContractoR—No Remepy Acainst Sus-ContractoR—RiGuHtTs AGAINST 
© ComMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), 
8. 4. 

Section 4 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, does not confer 
any rights against the principal upon a workman who has none against 
his immediate employer. 


This was an appeal from an award of the judge of the Wandsworth 
County Court, sitting as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensa- 


tion Act, 1906. Carne was a timber merchant who in the course of his 
business contracted to purchase and carry away some growing timber. 
He employed one Marks to fell the timber. Marks engaged his son, the 
appellant, who was dwelling in his house, to help him in the work. The 
appellant met with an accident arising out of and in the course of the 
employment. He claimed compensation under section 4 of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906. The county court judge dismissed the 
claim. Marks appealed. 


Tae Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and KEnNeEpy, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 


Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This appeal raises a curious question as to the 
meaning and effect of section 4 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906. The respondent is a timber merchant who, in the course of his 
business, had contracted to purchase and carry away some growing 
timber. He contracted with Marks for the execution of part of the 
work—namely, the felling of the timber. Marks employed his son, the 
appellant, who was dwelling in his house, to help him in the work. The 
appellant met with an accident arising out of and in the course of his 
employment. But it is conceded that, having regard to the definition 
of “‘workman”’ in section 13, he is not entitled to compensation under 
the Act from his father, who was his employer. He claims compensation 
under section 4 from the timber merchant. The county court 
judge has held that his claim cannot be maintained. The language of 
section 4 is by no means easy to understand, but upon the whole I think 
the section gives no right to a man who was not a ‘‘ workman ” within 
the definition clause. The section contemplates two persons—namely, 
the actual employer of the workman, called the contractor, and a hypo- 
thetical employer of the workman, called the principal. The principal 
18 entitled to be indemnified by the contractor, and his liability is 
measured by the liability of the contractor. The words of section 4 (2) 
are :—‘‘ The amount of compensation shall be calculated with reference 
to the earnings of the workman under the employer by whom he is 
immediately employed,’’ and subsection 3 strongly confirms this view. 
I am not prepared to hold that the principal is liable to pay compensa- 
tion to a man who has no claim against the contractor, his true employer. 
The words ‘‘ as if that workman had been immediately employed by the 
principal”’ are not strong enough to outweigh the language of the 
section as a whole. I think the decision of the county court judge was 
correct. ‘I'he appeal must be dismissed with costs. 


Buckiey and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect. 
—Counset, Blackwell and Martin O'Connor; Gutteridge and 
Pocock. Soxicrrors, Blatkwell d& Co. ; Robert E. P. Norman. 


[Reported by J. I. Srrrumng, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
WILD v. WOOLWICH BOROUGH COUNCIL. Eve, J. 26th May. 


Locat GovERNMENT—NOoTICcE TO TREAT—WITHDRAWAL—F RESH NoTice— 
Revivat or First Notice—Norice To Acquire REVERSION WITHOUT 
LEASEHOLD InTzREST—MicHarL ANGELO Taytor’s Act, 1817 (57 
Geo. 3, c. xxrx.), ss. 80, 82. 


Where owners of property are served with notice to treat under 
Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act for the purchase of land for widening a 
street, and they repudiate such notice, the local authority may withdraw 
the notice and are not liable in damages for so doing. 

Quere, whether a local authority, proceeding under the Act, can 
acquire reversionary interests without also acquiring the leasehold 
interests in the land required. 

Quere, also, whether the withdrawal of a notice to treat operates 
to revive a previous notice. 


This was an action for a declaration that the defendants were not 
entitled to withdraw a notice to treat, that the withdrawal of the 
notice revived a prior notice, and that they could not give notice to 
acquire a reversion without the leasehold interest and for damages, 
The defendants on the 10th of May, 1906, served on the plaintiffs 
notice to treat for the purchase of the frontage of the plaintiff's 
property ; that is, for so much as was required for widening a street, 
The plaintiffs objected to the notice on the ground that it would leave 
them with a useless strip of land, and that the defendants were not 
entitled to acquire the reversionary interests in the land without also 
acquiring the Te sehold interests. The defendants thereupon served the 
plaintiffs with a fresh notice, dated the 9th of October, 1907, for the 
purchase of the whole of the plaintiffs’ interest in the premises. The 
plaintiffs also objected to the defendants proceeding with this notice, and 
consequently the defendants in January, 1908, withdre-v it. The plain- 
tiffs thereupon brought this action. 

Eve, J.—The plaintiffs are entitled as trustees to house property in 
Woolwich, subject to certain leases and tenancies. On the 10th of May, 
1906, the defendants, in exercise of the powers conferred upon them by 
Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act, served notice to treat on the plaintiffs for 
the purchase of so much of their property as was necessary for widenin, 
a street called Artillery-place. The plaintiffs decided that it woul 
be improper for them to comply with the notice, because it involved the 
transfer of part only of their property, leaving them in possession of a 
strip only, which would be useless. They therefore informed the 
defendants that the notice was unsatisfactory, and that they would 
have to take steps to restrain the defendants from acting upon it. The 
plaintiffs also pointed out that they were merely reversioners, subject 
to leases with many years to run, and that the defendants were not 
entitled to acquire a reversionary interest without also acquiring the 
leasehold interest. The defendants, however, stated that they did not 
intend to serve the tenants with the notice. On the 9th of October, 
1907, the defendants served a fresh notice on the plaintiffs for the 
purchase of the whole of the plaintiffs’ property mentioned in the May 
notice. To this notice the plaintiffs also objected, on the ground that 
it included property of the plaintiffs which was wholly unnecessary 
for widening the street, and on the ground that the defendants did not 
intend to acquire the leasehold interests. Under those circumstances 
what was the council to do? If a writ had been issued and the 
defendants had agreed to an injunction, there would have been an end 
of the notice. Instead of doing that and going to the cost of an 
action, they say to the plaintiffs we will accept your views and with- 
draw the notice, and I think it is quite competent for them to do that 
without litigation. But it is said that that does not amount to an 
acceptance of the plaintiffs’ views, because the notice was only bad in 
part. Now, that question depends on the relationship brought about 
by the notice. Can one split up the notice, and say that it is good as to 
part of the property, and bad as to the residue? Can the plaintiffs 
insist on holding the defendants to the part that is good? The case of 
Haynes v. Haynes (1 Dr. & Sm. 426), followed by Mercer v. Liver- 
pool, d-c., Railway Co. (1903, 1 K. B. 652), shews that the relation of 
vendor and purchaser sometimes flows from the notice; but it is clear 
that one of the consequences is that the subject matter of the contract 
is fixed and determined by the notice. Therefore the notice operates asa 
contract as to the lands comprised in it, and the plaintiffs cannot repu: 
diate it in part. They must either accept it as a whole, or repudiate it 
altogether ; and if they repudiate it, the defendants can put an end to 
the notice. The plaintiffs had repudiated the notice of the 9th of 
October, 1907, and therefore it was quite open to the defendants to say 
we accede to your views and withdraw the notice. That, however, does 
not conclude the matter, because it is said that the withdrawal of the 
second notice operates to revive the previous one. But the notice of 
May, 1906, may be read as amended by the notice of October, 1907, and 
so read there was a complete repudiation of the notice of May, 1906. I 
think the plaintiffs have throughout repudiated the notices, and there- 
fore the action fails altogether. Then it is said that the plaintiffs are 
entitled to damages for the withdrawal ; but they elected to say that the 
notices were inoperative, and therefore there is no ground for saying 
that the defendants are liable in damages. The action must be dis- 
missed with costs.—Counset, Macmorran, K.C., Jessel, K.C., and 
Quin; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., Russell, K.C., and Courthope Munroe, 
Soricrrors, Wadeson ad Malleson; A. B. Bryceson. 


[Reported by 8. EK. Wittyams, Berrister-at-Law.) 
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. High Court—King’s Bench 
: Division. 
MERCANTILE STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) AND DALE », HALL. 
Pickford, J. 27th April; 25th May. 
SH1Pp—AGREEMENT BETWEEN MASTER AND CREW—MERCHANT SHIPPING 


Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 6), ss. 113, 114, 221 anp 226—Sripuza- 
tions Contrary TO Law. 


A ag soning agreement between the master and owners of a vessel 
and the crew, contained a stipulation relating to punishments in respect 
of the offences of not joining ship and absence without leave different 
from those provided by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. 

Held, that such a stipulation was contrary to law within the meaning 
of that Act. 


The plaintiffs were the owners and master of a vessel called The 
Lena, and the defendant was the Superintendent of the Mercantile 
Marine Office at Barry. In October, 1908, The Lena was loading a cargo 
of coals at Barry for shipment to Port Said, and the master arranged 
for a crew of twenty-seven hands to serve during the voyage upon the 
terms of an agreement, which contained, inter alia, the following 
stipulation : ‘‘The said master shall be entitled to deduct from the 
wages of any member of the said crew the following amounts, viz. : 
For not joining at the time specified in column 2, two days’ pay, or at 
his option any expenses which have been properly incurred in hiring a 
substitute, and for absence at any time without leave from his ship or 
from his duty, a sum equal to two days’ pay for any period of absence 
not exceeding twenty-four hours, and a further sum equal to four days’ 

y for each succeeding completed or uncompleted period of twenty- 
‘our hours’ absence.’’ The master and crew attended at the Mercantile 
Marine Office for the purpose of signing the proposed agreement, but 
the Superintendent, acting on the instructions of the Board of Trade, 
refused to sanction it, on the ground that the stipulation referred to 
ebove was contrary to law. Section 114 of the Merchant Shipping Act 
provides for conditions which are to be inserted in such agreements, 
and by sub-section (3) ‘‘ the agreement with the crew shall be so framed 
as to admit of such stipulations, to be adopted at the will of the 
master and seaman in each case, whether respecting the advance or 
allotment of wages or otherwise, as are not contrary to law.” 
Section 221 (b) provides that ‘‘if he (the seaman) neglects or refuses 
without reasonable cause, to join his ship, or to proceed to sea in his 
ship, or is absent without leave at any time within twenty-four hours 
of the ship’s sailing from a port he shall, if the offence does 
not amount to desertion, or is not treated as such by the master, be 
guilty of the offence of absence without leave, and be liable to forfeit 
out of his wages a sum not exceeding two days’ pay, and in addition 
for every twenty-four hours’ of absence either a sum not exceeding 
six days’ pay, or any expenses properly incurred in hiring a substitute, 
and also he shall be liable to imprisonment for any period not 
exceeding ten weeks with or without hard labour.’’ Section 226 pro- 
vides that ‘‘ nothing in the sections relating to the offences 
of desertion or absence without leave shall take away or limit any 
remedy by action or by summary procedure before justices which an 
owner or master would but for those provisions have for any breach 
of contract in respect of the matters constituting an offence under those 
sections, but an owner or master shall not be compensated more than 
once in respect of the same damage.’’ The parties agreed to state a 
special case for the opinion of the Court as to whether the proposed 
yr winner was contrary to law. It was contended on behalf of the 
defendant that whereas the statute created the offence, prescribed the 
tribunal, and indicated the limits of the punishment, the proposed 
stipulation was contrary to law, because it abrogated the tribunal by 
proposing to do without it, and was otherwise inconsistent with the 
provisions of the statute. It was submitted on behalf of the plaintiffs 
that the proposed stipulation merely fixed the amount of damages 
recoverable for the.offence of absence without leave, which the owner 
gould have recovered independently of the statute. Cur. adv. vult. 

Pickrorp, J., in the course of his judgment, said that in his opinion 
the stipulation was contrary to the provisions of the Merchant Shipping 
Act on the same subject, and therefore contrary to law. Section 221 
(b) provided for certain consequences following on absence without 
leave, and the stipulation proposed to be introduced provided for 
different consequences. These must be in addition to or in substitution 
for the provision of the sub-section, and if they were in substitution 
they amounted to a repeal of the sub-section, which it was not com- 
petent for the parties to do. If they were in addition, the seaman 
was not to be punished in accordance with the provisions of the Act, 
but something different, and therefore he thought they were inconsistent 
with the provisions of the sub-section. He thought section 226 did 
not leave the owner to recover by action the amount which was fixed 
as a deduction by the stipulation, but provided an agreement by which 
it was to be deducted from the wages by the master, and although he 
did not think the master was made the final judge, the agreement in 
fact provided a machinery of deduction for the offence of absence with- 
out leave, and did not actually fix the amount to be recovered in the 
action. His answer to the special case was that the stipulation was con- 
trary to law.—Counser, Sir W. S. Robson, A.G., and Rowlatt; Atkin, 
K.C. and Roche. Soricrrors, Solicitor to the Board of Trade; Bot- 
terell & Roche. 

(Reported by Leomazs 6. Tuomas; Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Goods of ELLEN SAKER (DECEASED), Bargrave Deane, J. 
5th May. 


Prosate-—GRaNT OF ADMINISTRATION DE BONIS NON—OUTSTANDING 
Grant—Furtuer Grant to Seconp Appiicant—Court or PRosatg 
Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77), s. 74. 


Letters of administration had been granted to a son of a deceased 
woman, who was entitled to a share of an estate being administered in 
the Chancery Division. Her personal representative was a necessary 
party, but the son’s whereabouts had ceased to be known. The court 
allowed a further grant to go under section 74 of the Court of Probate 
Act, 1857, to her daughter—the only other next-of-kin—on the applicant 
swearing the belief that her brother was dead or beyond the seas, and 
also undertaking to pay into court the share her brother would be 
entitled to if alive. 


Application for a grant of administration de bonis non. It appeared 
that on the 23rd of September, 1886, Mrs. Ellen Saker died a widow 
and intestate. On the 28th of September, 1887, letters of administra- 
tion of her estate were granted to Percy Saker, her son. The present appli- 
cant, a married daughter, was the only other next-of-kin of the deceased. 
Nothing had been heard or seen of Percy Saker for about thirteen years, 
In the course of certain Chancery proceedings instituted for the purpose 
of administering the estate of one Edgar Francis Carter, of whom the 
deceased, Ellen Saker, was one of the next-of-kin, advertisements had 
been inserted in various papers for the purpose of discovering the 
whereabouts of Percy Saker, but without result. An effective personal 
representative of Ellen Saker’s estate was now required for the purpose 
of the Chancery proceedings relating to the estate of Carter. The 
solicitor to the present applicant had sworn an affidavit that he believed 
Percy Saker to be dead or beyond the seas, and the applicant asked for 
a grant of administration of the estate unadministered of her mother, 
Ellen Saker, being her distributive share in the estate of Carter, 
deceased. 

BarGRAVE Deane, J., said that he did not think he could make an 
order in the form asked for, as there was a full grant outstanding. 
The applicant herself must swear that she believed that her brother was 
beyond the seas or dead. A grant could then go under section 74 of 
the Court of Probate Act, 1857. Further, the applicant must under- 
take to pay into Court in the Chancery Division the share of the estate 
to which her brother would be entitled if alive-—Counsgt, Frampton. 
Souicrror, W. G. Kent. 

[Reported by Diesy Cores-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the Hall of the Society on Friday, the 9th of July next, at 2 p.m. 
The following are the names of the members of the Council retiring by 
rotation, viz.:—Mr. Beale, Mr. Garrett, Mr. Gillett, Sir John Gray 
Hill, Sir John Hollams, Mr. Humfrys, Mr. King, Mr. Milne, Mr. 
Turner, Mr. Winterbotham. So far as is known, with the exception 
of Mr. Gillett, Sir John Gray Hill, Mr. King and Mr. Turner, they 
will be nominated for re-election. There are two other vacancies, one 
caused by the death of Mr. Attlee, and the other by the resignation 
of Viscount Wolverhampton. 








Obituary. 
Mr. W. ‘Wills. 


Mr. William Wills, barrister-at-law, who died on the 26th ult., 
in his fifty-eighth year, was the eldest son of the late Mr. William 
Ridout Wills, and grandson of Mr. William Wills, both of whom were 
solicitors in Birmingham. Mr. Wills was educated at King Edward's 
Grammar School, Birmingham, and at St. John’s College, Cambridge, 
where he took a double first in the Classical and Moral Science 
triposes in 1873. He read in the chambers of the late Lord Justice 
Mathew and Mr. G. Baugh Allen, and was called to the bar in 1876, 
and in time acquired a substantial practice at the Common Law Bar. 
Though not generally known to the public, few men in his profession 
had a greater reputation for learning and capacity, and no one in the 
Temple was more generally respected and trusted. | He was for many 
years a member of the Bar Council, where his high sense of professional 
honour and his sound judgment were greatly valued by his colleagues. 
In 1904 he was appointed Junior Counsel to the Admiralty, a post he 
held till his death. Of late years he appeared as Counsel for the Home 
Office in many inquiries, and early last year he sat as Commissioner 
for the purpose of making regulations for the prevention of disease 
among workers in brass foundries. His habitual conscientiousness @ 
getting to know all that could be known of a subject led him to visit 
some of the worst foundries, and he himself became a victim to a 
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attack of brass founders’ ague. From this attack he never completely 
recovered, and after a year of ill-health, he succumbed to bronchial 

umonia at Matlock. Mr. Wills was the author of a well-known 
text-book on the Law of Evidence, so following in the steps of his 

dfather, whose Essay on Circumstantial Evidence has recently 
been edited by the author’s son, the Right Hon. Sir Alfred Wills. 
Mr. Wills married, in 1898, Ada, daughter of Mr. W. J. Winder, of 
Sutton Coldfield, and widow of the late Mr. Michael Varvill, of York. 
She died in 1903. He leaves no children. 








Legal News. 


General. 


Mr. Edward Capron, writing in the Daily Mail, says :—I think every- 
one who has anything to do with taxes will agree that it is very 
desirable that the financial year for income tax and land tax should 
end at the same time. As the initiated know, the former ends 5th 
April and the latter 24th March, although both are collected at the 
same time, and are comprised in the same form of receipt. If the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners would make arrangements (possibly 
a short Act would be necessary) whereby the financial year for both 
taxes should end, say, 3lst March, a great boon would be conferred 
on taxpayers, bankers, accountants, and others. 


The following marriage agreement has (says the Daily Telegraph’s cor- 
respondent at New York) been signed and sealed before the magistrate 
at Mont Clair, New Jersey :—I solemnly promise, before a Justice of the 
Peace and the woman I have asked to my wife, to give her my 
pay every Saturday night; to be home every night by nine o’clock unless 
my wife is out with me; never to go to balls or parties without her, 
and then never to dance with anybody else without her permission ; 
to be kind always to her mother and her little brother; 
never to smoke more than three cigars on a weekday, and 
not more than five on Sunday; never to smoke cigarettes at all, and 
never to use profane language; to beat the carpets every spring with- 
out grumbling; to pack my own laundry each week; never to drink 
intoxicating liquors or beers except at the beginning of the annual 
spring house-cleaning, and then only three glasses in the presence of my 
wife; never to keep a dog, and never to bring a dog home and say I 
am to keep it just for a little while for a friend who has gone out 
of town. I also agree to do half the comforting and caring for the 
children we may have when they cry at night, and to fix the he every 
morning and night in such a way that my wife will never have to do 
anything but adjust the dampers. 


The Berlin correspondent of the Daily Graphic says that a Géttingen 
University paper publishes a very interesting translation of one of the 
famous Elephantine Papyri now in the Royal Museum at Berlin. This 
papyrus contains what is perhaps the oldest extant marriage contract 
ii existence. It begins thus, the text being in Greek :—‘‘ In the seventh 
year of the reign of Alexander, the son of Alexander, and in the 
fourteenth year of the satrapy of Ptolemy (that is, B.C. 311-310), in 
the month Dios. Contract of marriage between Herakleides and 
Demetria. Herakleides takes to wife Demetria of Cos, the fully- 
legitimate daughter of her father, Leptines of Cos, and of her mother, 
Philetis. Both the parties to this agreement are free born. Demetria 
—_ for dowry the value of one thousand drachme in clothing and 
ewels.”’ There then follows a provision regarding the place where the 
ny couple are to live. This is to be settled between Herakleides 
and his prospective father-in-law, Leptines. There is a curious pro- 
vision to the effect that, in the event of either party being guilty of 
breach of contract, the matter is to be settled by a court of arbitration 
chosen by both parties. If a breach of the conditions of marriage 
takes place on the husband’s side, and this can be proved to the satis- 
faction of the court of arbitration, the marriage is to be ipso facto 
annulled, and the errant husband is to pay to Demetria the sum of 
one thousand drachme, being the value of her dowry, and a further 
indemnity of one thousand drachme in the silver currency of Alexander. 
The contract is signed by six witnesses. 


Despatches from His Majesty’s Consular officers respecting the 
taxation of land values at New York, Boston, San Francisco, and Cleve- 
land (Ohio) were, says the 7'imes, issued on Tuesday as a Parliamentary 
paper. The information sent is in reply to a circular letter which Sir 
Edward Grey caused to be written. Mr. C. W. Bennett, Consul- 
General at New York, sends a long letter in which he describes the 
Tax Law of the State of New York, fourteen articles of which deal 
with the tax, and he states that in estimating the value of roperty 
the assessors look at the question in a very broad manner. ‘‘ They will 
regard the rents of the property, the use to which the property is put, 
whether the property is situated in a residential quarter, a business 
quarter, or a tenement quarter, and pay very little attention to the’ 
actual cost price of property. Estimates of the rate at which 
land values are taxed in the city of New York vary very considerably. 

hey may, in some quarters, pay as low as 40 per cent. of the actual 
value. In others, they may run up to 90 per cent. ; but taking it all 
round it is estimated that land taxation im New York is calculated 
roughly upon 80 per cent. of the actual value. . At the present 
moment the tax upon property in New York is fixed at the rate of 
2.45 per cent. of the value of the property.’’ Mr. Leay, Consul-General 
at Boston, 7 that ‘‘the general effect of the tax is very difficult 
to estimate. It varies according to the facts considered. Undoubtedly, 








however, the consequences of the high tax on land and buildings 
appears to have had an adverse effect. on building and improvements, 
and thence on trades, and particularly on the establishment of 
industries at Boston.”’ 


In the House of Commons, on the 26th ult., Sir E. Carson asked the 
Attorney-General how many special jury actions, No. 2 List, published 
for hearing last week had been tried or disposed of since Monday, 
17th May; and if he could state how many special jury actions were 
now set down for trial, and when he anticipated such list could be 
disposed of. The Attorney-General said :—One part-heard case in 
No. 2 List was taken last week and adjourned until 25th May. There 
are 265 special jury actions awaiting trial. rgerye f I cannot form 
any reasonable or useful estimate of the time it will take to dispose of 
them. Sir E. Carson: Is there any chance that it will be within 
a year? The Attorney-General: I would not like to pledge myself 
to any sort of definite date. Sir E. Carson further asked the Attorney- 
General if he could state how many cases of all kinds which were 
ready for hearing now remained for disposal in the King’s Bench 
Division of the High Court of Justice, and when he anticipated the 
arrears would be cleared off. The Attorney-General said :—The total 
number of cases now ready for hearing in the King’s Bench Division 
is 819. In regard to any anticipation of the time when the arrears 
will be cleared off I can’only give the same answer that I gave to the 
last question. Sir E. Carson asked the Attorney-General if he could 
state how many Judges had been occupied in the Court of Criminal 
Appeal during the present term and for what period of time ; whether his 
attention had been called to the dislocation of business in the King’s 
Bench Division owing to the constant withdrawal of Judges for the 
purpose of hearing cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal ; and whether 
it was intended to take any steps to remedy that state of affairs. 
The Attorney-General: The Court of Criminal Appeal has sat on 
seventeen days up to and including 24th May during the present term. 
The Court was composed of three Judges on twelve occasions and of 
five Judges on five occasions. My attention, I need scarcely say, has 
been called to the dislocation of business in the King’s Bench Divi- 
sion owing to the causes suggested in the question, but I am afraid I 
can do no more than respectfully refer my right hon. friend to the 
answer given by the Prime Minister on the 17th of this month, that 
this matter was under the earnest consideration of the Government. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

June 7.—Messrs. Baxter, Parwe, & Lepper, at Beckenham : Residence and Farniture 
(300 a0 verte et ee Font ot the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Propertiee, 
wept te agg {wanes S Mart, at 2: Freehold Property, 
Residential Estate, Hotel, Freehold and Leasehold Investments (see advertisement, 
Oe lee. Forse, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Hcuses, &c. (see 
= 7 ee , + eae Ettrs & Co. at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 


- , Residential and Freehcld Property (see advertisement, page ini, May 29). 
= ryt Baa Epwix Fox & S8ovsFiEtp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground- 


sement, page iv, May 15). 
— ee vod ns Trot & i at the Mart, at 1: Freehold and Lease- 
hold Properties, Building pew te ee ehold Pasture Land, &c. (se adver- 
i, 22, an vy, week). 
eas ot 4 tb Yom & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Profit Rental and Free- 
hold Residential Property and Leasehold Ground-rents (seo advertisement, page iv, 


ny SE Brprorp & Co., at the Mart, at 1: Property Investments (re> 


rtisement, page vi, May 22). 
— and 11,—Mr. aeees Goowen, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estates (see 
A *, 

hes ee tne Fox & Bovusriztp, at the Mart, at 2: Ground- 

rents, Building oe, Residences, &c. (see advertisement, page ii, May 22). : 
June 10 and 24.—Mesers. Humprer & Fran. at the at2: Freehold Residences 
and Estate, Building Land, Buildings, and B Sites (see advertisement, back 

i ik). 

pa Medes. Hazrops Lap. : Residential Estates, Residences, &c, (see advertise- 


May 22). . 
ge ee A amrrow & Sows, at the Mart: Freebold Building Estate (see 
vertise page iv, May 22). , 
— ana a Bussy, at the Mart, at 1: Residences (see adver t'se- 
vi, May 22). 
gmp pak tom Baxter, Payne & Lerrer, at the Mart, at 2: Residences (see 


isement. pawe iv., May 22). 
= 16.—Messrs. ny Buawerr, Sow & Bappetry, at the Mart: Leasshold and 


reehi advertieement. vi, May 22). 
ey = wd 4 Bon, & Hurom, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Corner 
Premises (see advertisement, page vi, week 


June 18.—Messrs. Cockxetr & pepe at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building 
Estate (see advertisement, page v, week). 
June bey Joserx Stowsr, at Leominster, at 3: Freehold Properties (see 


vertiee fron’ May 22). 
= ie Ueree fon, at - seat, a 9 a aa and Lesseho'd Resi- 
perties, &c. (seve advertisement, page vi, ° 
= pe at Soon W. Fourer, Moon, & Furuse, at the Mart, at-l: Frehold 


Ground- vertia page vi, this ). 
— pt lg Gosse a Sone, at the Mart: Leasehold Investments (ece 


this week). 
tee tamaeen 4 Marti, at the Mart, at 2: Free Mansion (see 
vertisemen , this week). 
— teen Desewean, = On. a6 he Mart, at 2: Freehold Shop and 
siness Premises (see advertisement, page V, week 
= Sh cMonere: Epwixn Fox & Bovsriztp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estate, 
Residence, and Land (see advertisement, pege vi, this 


_ & Fim, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estate and 
Me id Ronidezce and Proper and Freehold Investments (eee advertisement, back 
week). 


page, this 
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Messrs. 8. Watxer & Son, at the Mart: at early date, Frechold Ground-rente and 
Properties (see advertisement, back page, March 13), 





There having been persistent rumours to the effect that the Stanmore Estates 
(advertised for sale by Auction at the Mert on June 14, at the upset price of 
£276 000) have been so’d, Mesers. Hampton & Sons, ths Auctioneers, authorize us to 
state that euch is not ihe case, and, furthermore, that the executors and trustees have 
decided that they will not sell under any circumstances previous to the auction. 


Result of Sales. 


Reversiows anpD Lirz Potrcy. 


Mesers. H. E. Fosrer & Cranrretp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 884) of the 
above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on Thursday last, when 
yo wea Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 

"ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 








To £5,666 12s, ees Sos oe ves oe eve eos +. Bold £3,275 
To £2,000, &c. bi ace oils oe eee ona ooo ose » £1,360 
Toabout £1,114... ove pi on eee inn lind me » «= 2505 
To £299 a ion ea ” one oe oon oye ooo op 009 
POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £3,000... soe oop coe cco gp 8,70 
Court Papers. : 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota oF Reoistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 
Date Emencency Arrrat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. OTA. No, 2, Joyor. Swinrew Eapy. 
Monday ...Jane 7 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ......... 8 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Wednesday ..... 9 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday ........10 , Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Friday ............ ll Synge Church Greswell Theed 
Saturday 12 Goldschmidt Synge Beal Church 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Warrixctox. NEVILLE. Parkes. Eve. 
Monday ...Jane 7 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Beal 
Tuesday .. 8 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Thursday Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 
Friday ..... Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—¥Frivay, May 28. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limtrep 1n CHANCERY. 


AmavceamateD Distitters Co, Lintrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 18, 
airected to be heard June 8. Simmons & Simmons, Cheapside, solors for the 
petrers. Notice of appearing mutt reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of June 7 

Baron Cieanetrs Macuine Co, Limirsp—Creditors are required. on or before 
June 28, to send teir bames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 

_cleims, to Gilbert Courtenay Clarke, 13, Basinghall st, liquidator 

Crarntrs Ansett, Limiten— ditors are required, cn or before June 21, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of ther debts or claims, to Edward 
kosley, 120, Colmore row, Birmingham. Saunders & Co, Birmingham, solors for 
the liquidator 

Cup Bros, Limrtzp—Creditors are required, on or before June 80, to send their 
bames end addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Henry 
taeda’ 47, Temple row, Birmingham. Forsyth & Co, Birmingham, solors for the 

Crovew Minis Carico Patntinc Co, Limtrxp—Petn for winding u resented Ma 
10, directed to bs heard at the Public Hall, Baillie st, Rochdale,’ Seen, at 10. 
Jackson & Co, Rochdale, for Hilditch, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice 
¢ sppearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 

East Niext Gory Mrixixc Co, Limirz0—Creditors are required, on or before July 1 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Guinn 06 
Charles Dunlop Comrie, 2, Broad st p', liquidator 

E..twoop & Stspmeer, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 20. directed to 
a a aA jeamgag a ge tt, Bedford row, for Reece & Harris, Birmingham, 

ners, ce of a: ring must reach th 

PA a “ o’clock in * rey of Jone 7 eit ee te, 
gzome Darny anv Ice Co, Limrrep—Petn f r winding up, presented April 23, directed 
to be heard a the County Court Hall, Frome, June is, Lawrence & Co, Bristol, 

v! % ice of appsarin, t med 

Py 6 hogy 3 in _ afternoon ot Sone 4” piectsetyades oe 
. StockER lo, Lrmrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their i Zé ward 

vad a Rotainghat ‘S wet oe oe of their debts or claims, to Ed Reeve, 

MPERIAL COLONIAL O1.vB, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented A: 27, adjourned 

sitting June 8, Beyfus & Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields, ce tee the ae 

Notice of agppering must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
Pratinum Corporation, Liurrep—Petn for windin i 

’ g up, presented May 20, directed to 

aes June 8. Haslam & Sanders, Moorgate st, ‘olors to the » Bo ren Notice 

s sppes : @ must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 

Rossz Moror Car ann Crore Co, Lumrep (1s Votuwtany Liquipariow —Creditors 
are required, on or before June 12, to rend their names and ohartanens om particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Charles William Boyce, 5, Piccadilly, Bradford, liquidator 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 

* - a Limitzp 1m Omanozry. 

ATEMAN, Davies & Co, Limirsp—Oreditors are required, on or before July 12, to 
send in their names aud addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Giniws. to 

—_ Milman Smerdon Frey blégs, Acton, liquidator 
a Faremasone’ Hatt, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 5, 


to Dames and with lars of their 
Storer Chamberlain, Plas Brith, Llandudno, liquidator °° % “mime 


, Nottingham, solors to liquidator 





Worp, Limrtzp—Creditors are required, on or before June 19, to send their names 
and address+s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Laker, 1, York 
st, Covent Garden, Nicholson & Co, Coleman st, solors for the liquidator 


Unurmitep 1x Caancery, 


OrystaL Panace Co—Petn for winding up, presented May 27, directed to be heard 
June 15. Janson & Co, College bill, solors for the petners. Notice of ap 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 14 
County Patating or LANCASTER. 
Lrutzep im CHANCERY. 


Drax Srinyine Co, Limirep—Petn for windingtup, presented May 28, directed to be 
heard at the Assize Court, Manchester, on June 14, at 10.30. Innes, Manchester, 
solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 3 
o,clock in the afternoon of June 12 












Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciam. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, May 21. 


Banner, Samver, Liverpool, Turpentine Distiller June 12 Layton & Co, Liverpool 

Bigp, Rosgert, Roath, Cardiff July 16 Howell, Cardiff hie 

Borrie, ALEXANDER, Birmingham, Doctor June 30 Howlett, Bi:mingham 

Brown, Saran Etrey, Preston July 4 Earle & Co, Manchester 

Buea, Cuan.es, Tarrant Hinton, Dorset, Farmer June 24 Bartlett: & Sons, Sherborne 

Bussey, WitiiaM Fuuuer, Skirbeck, Lincs July6 Millington & Simpson, Boston 

CavurcuiLt, Ropert Tyiey, Mayfield, Sussex June 18 Kimber & Co, Old Jewry 

Davenport, KaTuenine, Ryde, I of W June 8 Fardells, Ryde, I of W 

Davis, Epwiy, Aldershot, Dealer June19 Foster & Wells, Aldershot 

Day, Samus, Sidcup June2l White & Leonard, Ludgate circus 

Dove, Anniz, Newcastle uw Tyne June 2i Clark, Newcastle on Tyne 

DoumBreiu, DaxreL, Berwick, Sussex,Farmer June 30 Hillman, Lewes é 

Epwarps, Epwarp, Liverpool, Shop Fitter June30 Hindley & Collinson, Liverpool 

Epwarps, Lerrice, Dudley, Worcester May 31 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley . 

Epwasps, Beware, Pwilmelyn, Llanbrynmair, Montgomery, Farmer June24 Gillart, 
Machyniletl 

Everett, Georce, Gauden rd. Clapham June 20 Baker, Laurence Pountney hill 

Freer, CHares, — July 25 Stevens & Son, Brighton 

Gipson, Marcager, Whitehaven, Cumberland May 29 Atkinson & Bennett, White 


haven 

Grant, Captain James, RN, Craven hill, a July 1 Baxter & Co, Victoria st 

GreenaLi, THomas, Southport June 30 oodcock, Manchester 

Hanp, ALBERT Epwagp, Alconbury rd, Stoke Newington Junel4 Clarke & Co, Duncans 
st, Islington : 5 

Hanns, Avruxp, Wells st, London Docks, Tailor June 2% Isaacs & Lewis, Basing- 
hall st 


Hawxixs, Eurty Crana, Canterbury June 25 Lydall & fons, John st, Bedford row 

Haywoop, Wii.1aM Hexpert, Yardley, Worcester, Music Seller June 30 Ansell & As: 
ford, Birmingham 

Hewitt, Henry ALreep, Canonbury, Dealer in Horses June 19 Townroe, Budge row 

Hewitt, Peter, gton, nr Crewe May 31 Edleston, Crewe 

Hiarr, Exvizasets, Wellington, Salop June 30 Burton & Co, Surrey st 

Ho.crort, Emma, Wolverhampton June 22 Fowler & Co, Wolverhampton 

Howarts, James, Halifax, Wool Merchant June 21 k & Son. Halifax , 

Huaaines, me Henay, Teignmouth June 24 Hutchings & Kennaway, Teiga- 
mou 

Incram, Avcusta Fortune, Reigate July 15 Mathews & Co, Birmingham 

Kipman, Many, Tottenbam June 21 Mills & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Luioyp, Wirson June 5 Muras & Co, Wolverhampton 

Locke, Mary Anyz, Bath June 30 Stone & Co, Batn 

Manspen, Henny, Clitheroe, Lancaster June5 Brown & Co, Skipton 

Monckton, Mary Anne, Brewood Hall, Staffs July 1 Fowler & Co, Wolverhampton. 

a ~ ee Danderwen, Llangolman, Pembroke June 10 Lascelles & Lewis , 

ar 


Owencrort, Manrna, Carrington, Nottingham June 22 Barker, Great Grimsby 

Parker, Lewis, Hatcham, Surrey June 24 Parker, Gray’sinn 

Peance, Hazy, Birminghan, Fish Saleeman June 21 Botteley & Sharp, Birmingham 

Pinkney, Jonn Coarzes, Clent, Worcester, Engineer June 15 Chapman, Smethwick 

Pirt, Witi1am, Knowle, Warwick, Cab Proprietor Juue 24 Burman, Birmingham 

Raryrorp, Mary, Great Crosby, Lancs July 2 Hore, Liverpool 

Rice, Wii.14m, Bath, Lodging-house Keeper Junei4 F H & R A Moger, Bath 

Rosinson, Joun Henry, June 24 Carman, Brockley 

Ross, Comin Guorae, Cad 7 21 Devonshire & Co, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

Rowseaeere, Aayzs, Appleby, Westmorland June 30 Bleaymire & Shepherd, Pen- 
ri { 

Rypzr, Niwa Geeraups, Belvoir rd, LordshipIn June 26 Foyer & Co, Essex st 

Saxpuam, Rev Henry Mutuims, West Halkin st June 2t Greenwell & Co, Berners st 

Saunpens, Janz, Anwe Saunpers, and Harriet Saunpenrs, St Leonards on Sea, Sussex 
June 26 Norris & Spicer, 8t on : 

Sepewicxk, Wint1am Yate Apam Lxonarp, Byfleet, Surrey, | Underwriter June # 
Trower & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Smart, Gzoncz, jun, Forest Gate June 30 Barfield & Barfield, Finebury eq 

Surrx, Gzornck Hopason, Sunderland, Innkeeper June 12 Service, Sunderland 

Taywor, Cuar.es, Laceby, Lincs July10 Haddelsey, Great Grimsby 

Timins, Hecens, Harts hill, or Dudley June5 Hooper & Fairbain, Dudley 

TaeapGoLD, Cuartes Waiter June 22 Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham 

Wainwaient, Erne: Sanan, Buxton June 22 Shipton & Ainsworth, Buxton 

Wasnen, Feanx Newton, Bath June 30 Stone & Co, Bath 

Wess, Perer, Swettenham, Cheshire, Publican June 4 H L & W P Reade, Congleton 

Wesster; Samver, Lutterworth, Leicester June 21 Boocock & Son, Halifax 

West, Cuaaies Avoustus, Bodmin, Cornwall, MD June?4 Slade & West, Swanage 

tates a Heyer, Monkwell st, Texiile Commission Agent July § 


Oumm Sherborne In 
114M, New Malden June 32 Wootton, Redenhurst rd, Clapham pk 
London Gazette.—Tuxzspar, May 25. 


Attey, Mary, Friern Barnet June 29 Nicholson, Livoo™’s inn fields 
Axprnsox, Jony, Rothley West Shield Farm, Northumberland, Farmer June7 Wade 
A + dane Soiaen te Coopten June 24 Huntley & Son, Tooley st 
XTELL, JAMES FRED une untiey » 40018 
Batxarp, Bann Rosa, Dudding hill, Willesden Green June 24 Griffiths & Roberti 


Baswas, Cuantes Yares, Melton Mowbray, Builder June 30 Latham & Co, Melton 
wi 


y 
Bev., Caagtes Barve, Kingeton upon Hull, Chemist July6 Rollit & Sons, Hull 
Brattay, Georcz, Cowes, of W July1 Dament, Cowes, I of W 
Burr, Hexny, Gutter In June 25 Howse & Eve, Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st 
Carzs, Evizaseru, Lydon rd. Clapham June 22 Fisher & Sons, Buckingham gate 
Crakk, Jony, King’s Lynn, Norfolk July 20 Coulton & Son, King’s Lynn 
Cotertipes, Atten Prnsnouse, Malvern, Worcester Aug 1 ‘Mende-King & Sons; 


Coox, Aun, Cheltenham June 26 Champney & Co, Gloucester 


Woorron, 
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Covtrox. Joun James, King’s Lynn, Norfolk June 20 gg £ Son, 

Cowan. Taomas, E)lesmere Park, , Lancs. Scene nw thester 

E.wey, Groree, Manchester, Drysalter June 21 1% Mach 

Evans, Ropert, Melrose av, Willesden Green June 22 Regge & stor, Finsbury circus 

Everett, Grorce, Gauden rd,Clapham June20 Baker, Laurence Pi hill 

Bvaanp, Syoney Matairpa, Paris June 25 Howse & Rve, Salter’s Hall ct, st 

EysoipT, Louisa Hannan, Goldhawk rd June 21 Hulbert & Co, Broad st bldgs, Liver- 

1 st 

‘ns sang IsanELtA Manrayne, Camberley July 12 oer & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Frecpen, Jouy, Hunslet, Leeds Junel2 Te 

G@aRpyNrR, ane Ellison rd, Streatham Common’ J any 30 Piesse & Sons, Old Jewry 
chm 

oe, Surniws, Oxford ter, Hyde Park July3 Gibbon & Moore, Gt James st, Bedford 


inward Carnerivz Maritpa, Bathampton July 15 Oldershaw, Bell yard, Doctors’ 
Commons 

Grover, Mary, Clevedon, Somerset June 30 Braikenridge & Edwards,Bartletts’ bligs 

Haznris, Georas, Stamford, Lines, Licensed Victualler June 24 Atter, Stamford 

Hexpsy, WiLt1am, Cowes, Lot W July 6 Eldridge & Sons, Newport, I of W 

Hipitca, Groner, Kingston on Thames July 4 Paines, New ct, Carey st 

Roreate, Jouy, Middleton June 22 Clark & Co, Oldham 

Hate, Evtes, Clifton, nr Bristol June 24 Pettiver & Pear' College hill 

Iscuam, CATHERINE,’ "Whalley , Lancs June5 Wilson & Co, Clitheroe 

Jounsox, Jouw, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks June 30 Preston Middlesbrough 

Kwient, Roperts, Gaisford st June 20 Shilson & Co, St Austell, Corn wall 

MacFarvaye, Maroaret, Chelsea June 26 Allwood, Gray's inn sq 

Maatiy, James, Pirbright, Surrey, Farmer June 12 MeBersh. Godalming 

Megson, Joan Tuomas, Mount Park cres, Ealing, Barriater at Law ten 30 Mellor & 
Coleman, Coleman st 

Morazicr, E.1za Anne, Rockborne. Hants June 12 Smith, Salisbury 

Ness, Tuomas, Highbury = Highbury July1 Miles & Co King + st, Chea; 


Noszt, ee Bruce, jurrey, Agent July5 Mareden & Co, enrietta st, 
PaTerson, vines, Birkdale, aa July 31 Withington & Co, Manchester 
» Hawkhurst 


Pirgr, Fravx, Hawkhurst, Kent, Stonemason June 30 Smith-Marri 

Pratr, Micnart, Newcastle upon Tyne, Schoomaster June 23 Dickinson & Co, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

Roseets, Joun, Margate June19 Barber & Son, St Swithin’s In 

Suzan, ARTHUR W1inL1aAM CHARLEs, Finsbury circus June 30 Dale, Finsbury circus 

Saeprersoy, Teomas, Nottingham July 5 Cox, Nottingham 

Siater, CuantcoTTe, Burneston, or Bedale, Yorks July 6 Edmucdson & Gowland, 
Masham, RSO, Yorks 

Sryzr, EvizaseTu Many, Hampstead June 22 Wood, High Wycombe 

Srowg, Joun, Eckington, Derby, Colliery Top Foreman June 19 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Brows, Lowa, Eckington, Derby June 19 Smith & Co. Sheffield 

SurseRLaxD, CHARLES ~ agp Newcastle upon Tyne, Hosier June 28 Arnott & Co, 
Newcastle upon 

8yyez, Evcenia Money, Blackheath July1 Baxter & Co, Victoria st 

Tayior, Evizasetu, North Shields June 30 Brown & Holliday, North Shelds 

Tytor, Eviex, Stamford hill June 25 Howse & Eve. Salters’ court, Cannon st 

Ty.or, Saran Ayn, Stamford hill June 25 Howse & Eve, Salters’ Hall ct, Cannon st 

Uypgrnitt, Mary, Hampstead June 30 Price, Bush a ym st 

Unsonye, Ropert Artuur, Harlow, Ersex June 30 Bud dn Austin Friars 

Waker, Manion, Lee, Kent July 1 Baker & Nairne Cnesby 

Witsox, James. St Leonard’s on Sea, Sussex June 29 Lenten po South Western Bank, 
Limite?, Fenchurch st 

Wixcrove, Faeper'ck, Penn st, ar Amersham, Bucks June30 Wood, High Wycombe 

Wrncou., Rey CHARLES, Teignmouth June 30 Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth 


London Gazette.—Faipay, May 28. 


At pingLL, Jony, Heworth, Yorks June 30 Bickers & Peters, Tadcaster, Yorks 
ee -" Ressccoa pa Costa, Gloucester pl, Portman sq June 24 ds, London 


Bescon, Wittiam, Windsor, JP June2?9 Lovegrove & Durant, Windsor 
Biron, Saran, Fouthport,Lancs July9 Brighouse & Co, Southport 
Brexerr. EuizaBern, Toxteth Park, Liv June 30 Gregory, Liverpool 
Bootn, Epwix, Brighton June 24 ‘Clark & Cane, Brighton 

Boycs, Saran Brawcue, Pilton, Somerset June » & a, Shepton Mallet 
Buetton, Portia Fioreyor, Hastings June 30 Rawle & Co, Redford row 


Cayoitt, Epwarp, Bridge House, nr Leeming Brid Aiskew Yorks, Yeoman J 

E D & B W &warbreck, Bedale vA r ye 
Crasx, Wiitiam Evans, Rye, Syssex. Boatbuilder June19 Dawes, Rye 
Coxs, > Manta, Middlemore, in Whitchurch, Devon July 12 Chilcott & Chilcott, Tavi- 


Crenem, Sse, Perey Main, North Shields June 30 Brown & Holliday, North 


ields 


De ta Coon, Axwx Froeence Becusr, Bishops Stortford, Herts. June 29 Nicholson 
ae Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 

AVEN, Hannan, ly 
Daniet, A, Brockley June 30 & Son, Perry vale, Forest Hill 
Daw, Samost, Trehunest, meee, | —_ June 24 Rodd, East Stonchouse 
Doreecy, James, Kempsey, W Anthony, Worcester 
Drap ny. Kenilworth, Warwick fa 30 


Euuis, Avice, Nottingham July 15 ap & Bons, Notting’ 
7 York, Farmer Bickers & Peters, Tadcwter, Yorks 
Ram, ae ae June 30 Roche & Co, ‘Church ct, 


ames Apa Grace "Buancue, Totton, 


Jewry 
Ferwie, Ann —-, Mill Hill July 14 Beiteleye & Co, Leadenhall st 
Gawex, Missi Faywy, Cintra park, Upper Norwood July 12 Halse & Co, Cheapside 
Genenenes Aywe Emmy, Bardsea, nr Ulverston July 3 Binyon & Chapman, 
verston 
Goranaen. —~< oe SENN Bardsea, nr, Ulverston, Lancs July 3 Binyon & 
apman, Ul 
GILKEs, Crate tae July 31 Toulmin & Co, Live 
Guiapstonz, Artuur Saerwoop, Kings rd, Finsbury k, Master Mariner July 9 
Dewey, Cannon st 
Gosser, Sir MatrHew Wit11am Epwarp, Dedham, Essex. July 1 Dimond & Son, 
Welhbeck st, Cavendish sq 
Harsaryt, WiLiiam, Birkenhead, Chester June 30 Lees, Birkenhead 
Haart, Sauver, Wi Bassett, Wilts, Brewer June 30 Bevir, Wootton rand 
Hayes, Mary ‘Awn J avg, Li “y Ship Repairer’ June 23 Avison & Co, Liverpool 
Heapon, Mary Evizasers, rd, Chiswick July 1 Dalston & Co, Southampton 
° st, Bloomsbury 
Hicxmax, Tuomas, Wedvesfield, Pawnbroker July 1 Stirk & Co, Wolverham 
Hitt, mee Hewry, Netherton, Dudley, Blacksmith June 16 Hooper & 
ur 
Horwoop, aon Audenshaw, Lancs June 24 Woolfenden, Denton. nr Manchester 
Horwoop, ag ScuormLp, Audenshaw, Lancs June py Woolfenden, Dentvn, nr 


M 

Horros, Jaye, (ee End, Tipton June 24 Round, Tipton 

James, Anniz James, Ipswich June 24 Wood. Finsburv sq 

Jowerr. Josern, Allerton, ford, Farmer June 26 Freeman, Bradford 

Leteu, Jony, Manchester, Solicitor "July 8 Wells. Manchest: 

Lewis, Davip, LI en, Carmarthen, Farmer July 31 ie, Cardiff 

Lownpes, Hawnag Bath” July 19 Kennedy & Glover, Ormikirk 

McGowan, Mary, Whitebaven, Cumberland June 21 Thompson, Whitehaven 

Mencer, Cuantes, Weymouth,J.P. July 14 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

Nosspa, Ursaw Mux. King st, St James’ 8, Pcint Seller June 25 Horne & Birkett, 
T.incoln’s inn fields 

eaen, 5 anaes Hexry, Carisbrooke, I of W, Wine Merchant July 8 Laytons, budge 


Park, “hao, Preston June 30 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

PEcKOVER, JANE, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridg? June 24 Southwell & Dennis, Wisbech 

Porter, Cuaaies, Great Bronghirs, Yorks Saly 10 Sill. Middl sbrough 

Porrer. Erzayor, Great Bro ~ mead — July 10 Sill, Middlesbrough 

Quirk, Maurice Melior st, Weston st, sey Inly 12 Matthews & Co, Southwark st 

Repisn, Euiry, Heaton Moor, Seaeeee July 5 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 

Rositurarp, Mary Any, St Leonards on Sea July 10 Meadows & ‘Co, Hastings 

Roptry, Rose Emma, West Ardsley, Yorks, June5 Whitfield, Batley 

Romsat, Finsbony ol Epvwakrp, Upper , Dairyman August 1 Gardner & Hovenden, 
Finsbury circus 

Russe.y, Tom, Middlesbrough, Baker July 10 Sill, Middlesbrough 

Smumonps, James. verhampton July1 Stirk & Co, Wolverh:mpton 

Surru, Esrazr, Manningham, Bradford June 18 Wade & Co, Bradford 

woe ss Grorce Cuurcn, Nazeing, Essex, Farmer June 4 GJ&HB Creed, 

Harlow 

Simmonns, Hewry, South Cheltenham June12 Dighton, Cheltenham 

Swearse, Exiza Partuenia, Axbridge, erset June5 March, Axbridge 

os, Ba aa Hieuam, Steeple Claydon, Bucks July 1 
juckingham 

Tuomson, Jane, Sunderland June 30 Simey & Iliff, Sunderland 

Vannes. Joun gate Shepherd’s hill, Highgate June 30 Cresswell & Co, Quality ct, 


hancery In 

Watus, Henry Cuanves, Redruth June5 Rowse, Redru 

Wats, James, Greenmount, Tottington, Lancs, Licensed Victualler July 7 Butcher 
& Barlow, Bury 

Woprtan, Meee Have Youna, Craven st, Strand July1 Lee & Pembertons, 

pcoln’s inn 

Wanrry, Evizaseru, Chelsea June 30 Bridgman & Co, College hill, ad at 

Warsow, Isasecia. Stockton on Tees July 5 ‘Watson, Stockton on Tees 

‘Wrestrr, James, Killamarsh, Derby June 19 Hall, Eckipgton. nr Sheffield 

Whuirenrap, Tuomas, Owlerton, Sheffield June 24 ‘Newsom & Binns, Sheffield 


irbairn, 


Hearn & Hearn, 





Corz, James, Hastings July 10 Meadows, Hastings 


Yousenussanp, Exizasetsa Rozauia, Weymouth Junell Lock & Co, Dorchester 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, May 21, 
FIRST MEETINGS 


AnmrrsTzap, Tuomas, Blackpool, Joiner May 29 
Off Ree, 13, Winckley st, P y rote ansieaspga 
Avery, Wiit1am Herperr, Brighton, Frait Salesman 
June 3 at 10.30 Off Ree, 4 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 
Baiey, heat gt Louth, Engine Driver June 3 at 10.30 
Of” Ree, St. Mary’s chmbre, Great Grimaby 
Bian, James, West India Dock vd, Limehouse, Ship's 
Blockmaker June 2 at 12 Bankra bidgs, Carey st 
Bown, Teenas, poy. Fo* Butcher y 2 atll Of 


Ctoven, “tas Jauns, ipley, Yorks, Wool Merchant’s 
etien June 8 at 2.30 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Coury, Frepeniox, Bri ton, Builder June 38 at 1 
Corwztt, ‘eis ae Brighton ride 
» Anruun CHarzes, Kin; upon Hull, Farri 
May 29 at ll Off Rec, York City Sank chenheo, io 


Dz Grave Lanceror Watrer,' Derb 
n . iy, Electrical 
D neer May 29 at 11.90 Off Reo, 47, Full st, Derb: 
de Sariceto, Luter uis, Oxford —- Hyde ‘ark 
June2 at1i Ban y bldgs, pees Fy 
UBLEDAY, CHARLES Rietweas, Wymond! ham, Norfolk, 
Farmer’ May 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
men Epwarp, Salisbury, Corn Merchant June 1 at 
Ei. Off Reo, City denies, Catherine at, Salisbury 
vy, Prt ea” Kent, Coal Merchant June 
st, Rochester 
ume Henry, and Farp Haaur, Manchester, Shi 
mecheerchants June 9 at 8 Off Rec, Byrom x 
Guireiras, Samven Roserrs Ellesmere, Sal 
" . » , Pl 
June 2 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate oon Chester” 














Haut, ae jernerine, Manchester, Clerk May 29 at 
10. Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Sudumen Wieiam Riow arp, Halifax, York, Joiner 
June 3 at 10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

—— Cuar.zs, Stockton on Tees June 8 at 11. 30 Off 


chmbrs, Albert 1 rd, Middlesbro: 
Jowrs, Ricnarp, Five Roads, nr Lianelly, Carmarthen, 
Labourer June 9at1l Off Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmar- 


Jonzs, Ropert, Blaena’ cle Dealer 
2 T 2 uu Festiniog, Cycle June 2 


nen, Bestgate row, Chester 
Carvarvon, Joiner June 2 at 


Jongs, WILLIAM, Pwilheli, 
2.30 chm Eastgate row, Chesteri 
Kensiakg, WARD Packer Cieevs, Exeter, Plumber 


June 8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford 
Kuve, My oe Manchester, Shipping pears May 
29 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 
Kourrz, Lavinia Loursa, Walthamstow, Baker June 2 at 
1 Bankru: st 


bidgs, 
Luuuey, , York June 3at 12 Off 
maa Ripon, ent ah, Binal une on 


Maxnina, Eowin James, pe "Plymouth, Builder June 
2 at 12 7, Buckland ymout 


Mityer, Wit114m Syow Prittlewell, Essex, Coal Dealer 
June Sat 12 14, Bedford row 
Povey, Joun —_— Se Northe , Limehouse, Licensed 
une 2at 1 bidgs, Carey st 
QuayLe, > Cumtere terland, Tailor 3 June 
7 at 11 Court house, Tn = ya 
Quin, 8 J, ” Bloomsbury June 2 at 12 Bank- 


Sitterr, Jonn, Wenhaston, Pe. Hawker May 29 at 
12 Off Reo, 8, King st, N : 


oe Meee Hill, 
City chmbrs, "Catherine st, 


Srenvetr, Gsorcze Wittiam, Hambleton, nr Poulton le 
Fylde, Lancs May 29at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 


SinoueTox, ty 


Yeovil, Somerset 
June 1 at 1 i 


Balis- 













Tirrex, Joux?® Wittiam, Blenheim a weet Fae 
Builder June 2atil Bankrupte 

Wesrmonetanp, Water, John st, a Aldeh Gaantity 
Surveyor June 3 at 12 Bankruptcy st 

Westwoop, Joun Hewry, Cakemore. Worcester, Draper 
May 29 at Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 


WHeater, oy Wituam, Castleford, Accountant June 2 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Youre, Aura, & Co, Baiking rd, ol Park, Tailors 
June 3 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Autsut, James, Southsea, Hants, Cabinet Maker Poris- 
mouth Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
Asurorp, Tomas, and Baran Hannan Asn any Denbigh, 


Grocers Wrexham Leg ‘Av lay 2 
Austin-Lzeicu, AnTHory, Actor 
Court Pee Jan 28 May 17 
aTauR, Louth, Engine Driver Great Grimsby 


Barrer, 
Pet May 15 ‘Ord May 15 
Tuomas, Manchester, Baker Manchester 
= Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
CKLEy, Samcst Wititam, Weston super Mare Bridg- 
water Pet April 17 apy 17 
Brapzs, Ave Cuapma: Photographer 


Brarr, James, West India Dock rd, Limehouse, Ship's 
Blockmaker High Court Pet 19 Ord May 19 
Cartes, —— me , Stonemason 
C Te ae :. = oe * es Court P. 
HARTERIS, THOMAS, row, or Hi et 

June 3 Ord May 17 i 


Pet May 17 May 17 
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Evans, CHARLES. an, Bristol, Dairyman Bristol Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 

Evax, Poomas, Wittram, Liverpool, Provision Merchant 
Pet May7 Ord Mav 18 

Furr, Sevens, Rhyl, Flint, Licensed Victualler Bangor 
Pet May 19 Ord May 1 

Fopen, Joszps, Colne, Lancs, Baker Burnley Pet May 19 
Ord May 19 

Gascoyne, THomas om, Nottingham Nottingham 
Pet May 17 Ord May 

Gopparp, ey tf High st, Brentford, Contractor Brent- 
ford t April 7 Ord May 17 

GaeanTaam, Geatane. Whitstable, Kent, Restaurant Pro- 
prietor Canterbury Pat May 17 Ord May 17 

Hoar. Issac, Bath, Coal Merchant Bath Pet May 17 Ord 


May 17 
Jones, Owes, Henllan, Cardigan, Innkeeper Carmarthon | 
18 | 
Market | 


Pet May 18 Ord May 
Jones, Percy levee, Newmarket, Cambs, 
rdener Cambridge Pet May 15 Ord May 17 
Jones, Wiii1aMm, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Joiner 
Pet May 13 Ord May 18 
Kemsery, Stpvey James, Bristol, Leather Merchant 
istol Pet May10 Ord May 19 
Kerstake, Riosarp Packer amr iu Exeter, Plumber 
eter Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
Kwtent, Maaere Louisa, Machynileth, Montgom>-ry, 
Hotel Keeper, Aberystwyrh Pet April17 Ord May 17 
Korrtz, Lavista Lovrsa, Markhouse rd, Walthamstow, 
Baker High Court Pet May17 Ord May 17 
Lone, Witturam Artave, Waddon, Surrey Croydon Pet 
May4 Ord May 18 
Sines, Mena. Ripon, Yorks, Grocer Northallerton Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 
MocCracuarty, G, New Malden, Surrey, Builder Kingston 
Surrey Pet Mar 10 Ord May 18 
Mityz. Rorert, Milnrow, nr — 
dale Pet May 17 Ord May 1 
Newsy, Georcr, Hoyland Nether, oo 
Barnsley Pet May 19 Ord May 
Parker, Georce Bevyyert, Yok ae Twickenham, 
pasion Table Maker, Brentford Pet Mar 22 Ord 
ay 17 
liane, Tuomas, Willenhall, Staffs, 
Wolverhampton Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Proctoz, Epwarp, Derby, Clothier Derby Pet April 23 
Ord May 15 


y 

Rix, Caartorre, York rd, King’s Cross, et Engi- 
neer High Court Pet Feb 5 Ord May 

Scuemuton, Satomon Sion; and Savi ae Maagras, 
Deansgate, Manchester, Shippers Manchester Pet 
‘April 19 19 Ord May 17 

SrxGeant, Ricnarp Perynixerow, Seaforth, Lance, Com- 
mission Agent Liverpool Pet April 16 Ord May 17 

Tirrex, Jonn Witwiam, Blenheim cres, Notting Hill, 
Builder High Court Pet May18 Ord May 18 

Tuxrorp, Cuar.es, Lincoln, Publican Lincoln Pet May 
17 Ord May 17 

‘Warpei.t, Henry, Austin Friars, Member of the Stock 
Exchange High Court Pet April6 Ord May 19 


Farmer Roch- 


a Founder 


Portmadoc | 
| Lomparp, ‘evar, =“ 


| Mason, Henry Westoy, Salisbury 


| Prosyrn, 


Fish Dealer 


Fatoxe, Doveras Isaac, Cromwell mans, Cromwell rd, 
grim go m, Dealerin Antiques High Court Pet May 
20 May 20 

Fow.es, Wiruu1am Joxy, Ne oy rd, Kilburn High 


Court Pet April22 Ord Ma za 
Fox, Eryest, Barnsley, Coal erchant Barnsley Pet 
May7 Ord May 19 
i J, a as rd, Printer High Court 
t May 1 Ord May 2 
Serene Frepericx al Altrincham, Chester, 
Liceased Hawker Manchester Pet May 20 Ord May 
20 


| Hyman, Sam, Leeds, Tailor’s Traveller Leeds Pet May 21 


Ord May 21 

Jerrerson. Rronarp Great Driffield, ar ~ pipaae 
upon Hull Pet May 21 Ord May 

LanpesMaN, Baryetr, ——. | "tyne, Tailor 
castle on Tyne Pet Ma 

Laweance, Wirtiam, and tally , my Porter, Wharf 
ré, City rd, Builders High Court Pet May 21 Ord 


May 2 
rd, Willesden So, Upholsterer 
ay 21 Ord May 21 
Southampton Pet 


Kingston 


New- 


High Court Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 

O’Corxorn, Witttam Moyes, 8t — ct, Physician 
High Court Pet Feb3 Ord Ma 

Partrioge, Harry Epwarp, ptm bal Warwick, Coach 
Builder Birmingbam Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Partinsoy, Jane Any, Barras Bridge, Sieoeaite on 
ayne, Milliner Newcastle on Tyne Pet May14 Ord 

21 


y 
| Pert, Harry, Mapplewell, nr Barnsley Barnsley Pet 


May 22 Ord May 22 

Pratt, Sipvey, Wisheoh, ere, Butcher King’s Lyon 
Pet May 3 Ord M 

Eviza, Monmouth, Butcher Mon 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Reyyotps, Waiter Grorae, Gloucester, Licenced Vic- 
tualler Gloucester Pet May 8 Ord May 21 


Newport, 


| Roper, Leonarp Josepn, » decree Baker Worcester 


Pet May 22 Ord May 

Rusty, Soromon, phd ig Merchant Tailor Liverpool 
Pet May 7 May 20 

Russet, Sipney, Walsall, addler’ —nengre Manager 
Walsall Pet May 18 Ord May 


| Sooptz, James Henry, + - or, | Plymouth 


Weegee, Joan Witriam, Castleford, Yorks, Accountant 


efield Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
Wuirr, Joun, Great St — Shipbroker High Court 
Pet Feb 17 Ord May 19 
Va, Taomas Wi.iiam, suethem. 
Nottingham Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 25, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Pastrycook 


Avex, Jouy, jun, a, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich Pet | 


May 4 Ord May 1 

Anscompe, WILLIAM Bision, Kingston, Corn Merchant 
Kin , Surrey Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Boow, Witu1am, Whitbeck, Bootle, — Farmer 
Whitehaven’ Pet May 21 Ord May 

Coorgz, Wiii1akt Feepenick, Ipswich, | Ipswich 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Dewwis, Howarp Artuve, Stourbridge, Worcester, Cabinet 
Maker Stourbridge ‘Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Derrick, Cuartes Francis, Pon’ 1, Mon, Licensed 
Victualler Newport,Mon Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Durning, ALrrep, a, Coach Builder Poole 
Pet May 22 Ord May 

Extiort, Epwarp, Salishary, Corn Merchant 
Pet May 20 Ord May 90 


Salisbury | 


Pet May 20 Ord May 
Scort, Joun Waitwett, ‘Wether anh Sheffield, Journalist 
Sheffield Pet May 21 Ord May 2 
Srarrorp, Wiu11am, Redcar, Yorks, ee Traveller 
Middlesbrough Pet May 20 Ord May 
Srepuens, Henry Jonn JEYNES, Handsworth, Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet May 20 Ord May 2 
Tuompsoy, Sipyry, Boscombe, Boot Maker 
May 22 Ord May 22 


Poole Pet 


| Vernon, EupnemiaA BruuincHam, Bournemouth, &chool- 


mistress Poole Pet May7 Ord May 20 

Warcuter, Emiie, Queen’s gate, Journalist High Court 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mav 20 

Waseren, Henry, ey rae In, Brixton High Court 
Pet April 28 Ord May 

vee, J, Earlsfield Wandsworth Pet April 17 Ord 

ay 20 

Waiter, Tuomas Atrrep. High st, Shoreditch, Barman 
High Court Pet May20 Ord May 20 

| Winks, Joun Ricaarpson, Pershore, Worcester, Tailor 
Worcester Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 21 : 
Prpiryr, Tomas, Willenhall, Steffs, Brass Founder 
Wolverhampton Pet May18 Ord May 18 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Avex, Jouy, jun, Layham, Suffolk, Farmer June 2 at 2.15 
Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

ALLBuT, James, Southsea, Cabinet Maker June3at3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

AnscomBze, WittiaM Henry, Kingston on Thames, Corn 
Merchant June 4 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 

ARBLASTER, pra Norton Canes, Staffs, Baker Juné 3 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


Bvapes, , e. CuarMay, Hastings, Photographer June 


4at 12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 





Brows, Frank MoCasz, Kenley, Surrey June 8 at 1 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Buppex, MaTraew, Salway Ash, Netterbury, Beaminster, 
Bridport June 2 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbry, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 

Carrer, Henzy Jouy, Halesworth, Suffolk, Stonemason 
June 2 at12 Off Rec, 8, King’s st, Norwich 

Coorsr, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Ipswich, Auctioneer June 
2at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Compretanp, Tuomas WILLIAM, Erdington, Warwick, 
Picture Frame Manufacturer June 3 at 11.39 Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Dawson, Atraep Jonny, Sutton, Surrey, Commercial 
Traveller June 2 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 

Dennis, Howarp Arruur, Stourbridge, Cabinet Maker 
June 3 at 12 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Divetr, Rayxpouiex. Southsea, Hants, Lieutenant RN 
June 2 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Essety, Cuucrt, South Shore, Blackpool, Merchant 
June 9 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Evans, Tuomas Ws 11am, Liverpool, Provision Merchant 
June 3 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Evans, THomas, Cwmbran, nr Newport, Mon, General 

Dealer June 2 at 12 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 

Newport, Mon 

Evays, eee. Pant Du, Trefriw, Carnarvon, Miner 
June 4 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Fatcxer, Dovetas Isaac, Cromwell rd, Kensington, Dealer 
in Antiques June8 atit Bankruptcy bidgs. Careyst 

Forp, Anson Sr. Crate, Christchurch, Hants June 2 at 
2.45 158, Old Christchurch rd, Bournemouth 

—s Epwarp, Great Grimbsy, Grocer Juns 2 at li 

ff Rec, St. Mz *s chmbrs, Great Grim)sy 

Fow es, WitiiaM, OHN, Cambridge rd, Kilburn Juue 4 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Gascoyxsg, Tuomas Jackson, Nottingham June 3 at Il 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st. Nottingham 

Harpwick, Tyas Armitaae, Kirkgate, Bradford, Chartered 
Accountant Junedatil Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Brad- 
0} 

Harrison, J, Kenvington Park rd, Printer June 4 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hyman, Sam. Leeds, Tailor’s Traveller June3atil Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, "Leeds 

JonEs, ‘Owen, Henllan, Cardigan, Innkeeper June 2 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Jones, Percy Lronarp, Newmarket, Markct Gardener 
June 2at 2.30 The White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

Justice, ave Beararice, Sandown, [ of W June dat 
1.15 Off Ree, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 

Kyaptor, a Bhosllanerchrugog, Denbigh, Physician 
June 4at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

ew Wittram, and Josern James Porter, Wharf 
= ay Builders June8at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 

rey 


Lemon, | See High rd, Willesden Green, Upholsterer 
June 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Masor, Henry Weston, Salisbu June 3 at 3 Off Ree, 

dless st, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Moors, Wiiuram, Sheffield, "Grocer June3at12 Off Ree, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

O’Connor, WILLIAM Moy tz, Queen’s House, 8t James’s ct, 
Physician June 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pui.rot, James, West Croydon, Builder June2at12 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Pratt, Sipvey, Wisbech, eee, Butcher June 3 at 
11.30 Court house, King’s Lynn 

Szeceant, Ricaarp Peynineton, Seaforth, Lancs, Com- 
mission Agent June2 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Sueruearp, Water, Southend on Sea, Manager to Public 
Company June 7 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Srarrorp, WiLtiaM, Redcar, Yorks, Commercial Traveller 
June 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

Swain, Ervest Garrizip, and Joun Henry Burton, 
Leicester, Boot Manufacturers June4dat12 Off Ree, 
+ Berridge st, Leicester 

Tuxrorp, CHARLES, Sinesia, Publican June 3 at 12 Of 
Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

VERNON, Eupnemra BeviincHam, Bournemouth, School 
mistress June 2 at 2 158, Old Christchurch rd, 
Bournemouth 
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BMOORGATEH 


FUND. LIMITED. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


STREET, LONDON, 


w.C. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 





X 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


X 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Preperty, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 
en application. 
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Custodian Trustees. 














The Royal Exchange Assurance 


' WILL ACT AS 


CUSTODIAN TRUSTEE 


WITH 


MANAGING TRUSTEES & SOLICITORS. 





Governor 


or any of the Branch Offices of the Corporation. 


Foll particulars and Prospectus may be obtained from 


THE SECRETARY, 
Royal Exchange Assurance, 
Royal Exchange, E.C., 





The ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE (Incorporated A.D. 1720) 
has been transacting Trustee Business since 1904. 





Sir NEVILE LUBBOCK, K.C.M.G. 























Watcuter, Emrre, Queen’s gate, Journalist June7 at 12 
Bankruptey bldga, Carey st 

Warren, Henry, mg ee In, Brixton June7 at 11 | 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wess, J, Earlsfield June 4 at 11 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge 

Weintroup, Fairz, Sutton, Surrey, Merchants* Traveller 
June 3 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

bic ie Auraxp, High st, Shoreditch, Barman June 
7at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

=. Fanny, Swindon, Merchant Junedatll Off 

88, Regent’s circus, Swindon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ansoouss, WittIAM Henry, Kingston, Surrey, Corn’ Mer- 
chant Kington, Surrey Pet May 20 O "May 3 20 
Boow, WiuuiamM, Whitbeck, Bootle, Cumberland, Farmer 
Whitehavea Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Conex, Frepericx, Brighton, Builder Brighton Pet 

rch4 Ord May 20 

Coorea, WILLIAM Fescgunn, Ipswich, Auctioneer Ipswich 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

De Joxa, Atrarp, Barking rd, San Park, Tailor High 
Couct Pet April 29 Ord May 20 

Desxis, Howarp Artaur, Stourbridge, Cabinet Maker 
Stourbridge Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Douyxixe, A.razp, Bournemouth, Coach Builder Poole 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Euuiorr, Epwarp, Salisbury, Corn Merchant Salisbury 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

E.vy, Jonny Epwarp, Strood, “ry Coal Merchant 
Rochester Pet May 5 Ord May 20 

Fatckg, Doveras Isaac, Cromwell mans, Cromwell rd, 
erm oe High Court Pet May 
29 Ord 

Pox Revesr, Bar, Barnsley, Coal Merchant Barnsley Pet May 

Gut, Hewry a Handsworth, Grocer 
Pet May 18 Ord May 20 

Goupserc, Aaron, Underwood st, ae Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Oct 27 Ord May 10 

Geant, Jauzs, | gy Staffs, Butcher Walsall Pet 
May 15 Ord Ma: 

Haurxiorvuro, Sprro, Liverpool, General Broker Liverpool 
Pet May5 Ord 

Haywoop, f hay ; Altrincham, Chester 
Licensed Hawker Mancheser Pet May 20 Ord 


May 20 
nas, Bin, Leoia, Tailor’s Traveller Leeds Pet May 21 
ys 
Junvanson, Ricaarp, Great Driffield, Yorks, Innkeeper 
K Kingston upon Hull Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
Arp, CunisTian Gapeig, Be.kuesar, Gateshead, General 
on +p Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 5 
Lanpasnany, banmare, Newcastle on Tyne, Tailor New- 
Man Tyne Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
TIN and Ricnarp Maarrin, 


Birmingham 


Harrowgate, 


Jonny, 
Darlington, Builders Stockton on Tees Pet Apnl 30 








MaJor, Henry Weston, Salisbury Southampton Pet May 
21 Ord May 21 

a Harry, ae. nr Barnsley Barnsley Pet 
May 2% rd May 22 

Seeman, FReperick, he Kirby, Chester Liverpool Pet 
April 16 Ord May 

Prospyn, Exiza, ant, Butcher Newport, Mon Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 

Roper, Leonarp yaa * emmeeene Baker Worcester 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Russet, Sipney, Walsall, Saddler’s Ir ger’s Manag 
Walsall Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Scostz, James Henry, ~~ oman Salesman, Plymouth 
Pet May 20 Ord Ma 

Scott, Joun WHITWELL, Nether Hage, pnemen. Journalist 
Sheffield Pet May 21 Ord Ma’ 

Scorr, Tuomas, Knights Hill rd, 
High Court Pet April 16 Ord Ma: .? 

Sxinnek, Franx, Salcombe gdns, Clapham Common, 
Director of a Public Company Wandsworth Pet Mar 
29 Ord May 21 

Soursam, Hersert Rosert Henry, wens Wine 
Merchant Shrewsbury Pet April8 Ord M = 

Srarrorp, Wi..iam, Redcar, Yorks, Commercial veller 
Middlesborough Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Srersens, Henxy Joun Jeyyes, Handsworth, Baker 
Birmiogham Pet gl Ord adage 20 

Squire, SiveRY, 8t Leo a Seemed Victualler 
Hi Pet May7 Ord Mey 

Tuomeson, StpNey, Boscombe, Honte, Boot Maker Poole 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Waitt, Tuomas ALrFrep, st, Shoreditch, Barman 
High Court Pet mayo rd May 20 

Wiremay, Exvizaseta Apa, Leicester Burton 
on Trent Pet April27 Ord May 32 

Wickes, Joun Ricnarpsox, Pershore, Fn ee Tailor 
Worcester Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


London Gazette.—Fripay, May 28, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baxtiinetrox, Arcursatp, Chesham Bois, Bucks, Builder 
Aylesbury Pet May12 Ord May 25 
BerryMan, AL£XANDER CasseLs, Whittington ms Export 
Merchant Court PetMar 8 Ord May 25 
Bower, Herpert, Sano. 2 Dee. Yorks, 
i Manufacturer Pet May 24 Ord 
a 


Secun, Gerorer, Gt Stee, Joiner Gt Grimsby Pet 
May 24 Ord May 

Canter, AgTuur, Macclesfield, Farmer Macclesfield Pet 
May 24 Ord May 24 

Carter, Husert Epwarp, Pennard mans Sepak rd, 
Actor High Court Pet May 25 Ord May 

CuarteswortH, Jos, Bolsover, Derby, Fehoor Bangor 
Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

ae ye nomen, Esther, Yorke, Tailor Bradford 


May 26 
Corton, Die Witreee: Dover st, vane, S ~~ 
Manager High Court Pet April 22 





est Meseest, Builder 








Cronpacs, Joun Wrtam, Monmouth, Decorator 
Newport, Mon Pet May 25 Ord May 26 

Cross, Henry, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Umbrella 
Manufacturer Whitehaven Fe a Reg Ord May 25 

Fou.xss, WiLuraM, B ‘oo Se Flint, 


Farmer _ A~h-4 Muay 20° Ord May 26 

Gautox, Jounx Wasicens, MR mee 
Park High Court Pet May 24 fy 22 Ord Ms May 24 

Greman, Josera, Bolton, Farniture Dealer Bolton Pet 
May 24 Ord "May 24 

Grirritas, Davip owen, ey ry Bridell, Pembroke, 
Farmer Carmarthen Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Hatiman, Jonn Keep, North Portsmouth, Private Enquiry 
Agent High Court Ord May 22 

Hazeis, Crarves, jun, Normaby., "Yorks, Butcher Middles- 
brough Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Hayman, Antoun EvGene, Skaeda rd, Cricklewood, 
Journalist High Court Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


Hitus, Henay Epwarp, 5 Farmer 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
Horrrs, Joan Rostnsox, Ellesmere, Salop, Brewery 


Wrexham Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Hourrsox, Manta Catsanine, Purley, Stationer C 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


Jacoss, Henpert, M, apeone of Canonbury, Furniture 
Dealer High Court Pet April 26 Ord May 21 
anes, Epaunp, , Butcher Pontypridd Pet 
May 25 Ord May 25 
—, Wituus and ¢ Grorae Moopy, pon Hull 
ters Kingston upon Hull Pet y ll “Ord May 


es Jou» Epwarp, Overmorznow, Monmouth, Ha: 
Merch ae Manager Newport, Mon Pet May 24 Or 


May 

Rent. Jou Sroxx, Beth — Green rd, Plumber High 
jourt y 

Parkin, WituiamM Henry, Or kth, Yorks, Contractor 
Leeds Pet May25 Ord May 25 

Prarcs, THomas 
Btoc Pet May5 Ord May 

Labourer 


Pempertox, Tomas, “Crewe, Nantwich Pet 
May 25 Ord Ma 


oO y 
Poor, ALyarp Agraur, St Jude’s, Petal, Grease Refiner 
Bristol Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
Prizet, CuaRLEs, Rusholme, Manchester, Fried Fish Mer- 
chant Salford Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
Rasax, Grores THomas, Luton, Stationer Luton Pet 
May 25 Ord = Whitechapel, Baker 
"pet ot May 24 Sera May 34 : 
~~ FLorexce ond May oa Park aD High Court 
Sonatas, Tous Ono Ouphons, Shrewsbury, Fellmonger 
Garton Joun Henry, Reddish, Lanes, Baker Stockport 
Pet April 30 Ord May 25 
Sharrow, Tailor Sheffield Pet May 


y 
me Jacos, 
High —— 


Waters, Samus, 
11 Ord May 11 


ll 
Weston, pane A Asert, Leicester, Grocer Leicester 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
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Waite = =e —_—— m, Carter | Witxs, Jonnw Ricnarpson, Pershore, Worcester, Tailor oe 
1 paliny Ss May 25 = June 7 at 12 Off Ree, 11, Copenha; st, Worcester GATS DATS FOR TES THAS 1000. 
Woottey, Tare yen Ont rd, Lower Clapton, | Wisoy, THomas Witz1ax, Sherwood, ait ae Pe, MESSRS. 
Commercial Traveller High Court "Pet May 22 Ord cook June 8 at 11 ec, 4, Castle pi st, AREBROTHER, ELLIS, EGERTON, 


Marsnatt, Belle Vue, — prynare Baker 

Shrewsbury Pet May 24° Ord May 24 

Zevtry, Apert, Kingswear, Devon, Hotel Proprietor 
Plymouth Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aszrorp, Tuomas, and Saras Hannan Asurorp, Denbigh, 
June 9 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate ruw, 


Baxesr, Eowarp Tuomas, Manchester, Baker June 9 at 11 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Brrermay, ‘ALEXANDER Gasee Whittington av, Export 
Merchant Junel0at 12 Bankru bldgs, ‘Carey st 

Boow, Witiram, Whitbeck, Bootle. Cumberland, Farmer 
June 7 at 11. 10 Court house, Whitehaven 

Carter, Art a. Macclesfield, Milk seller June 8 at 11 
Off 23, King Edward st, Macclesfiel 

Carter, Hopert Epwarp, Pennard mans, Goldhawk rd, 
Actor June8at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cootr, Ernest Anew, Chesterton, = ridge "saue? at 

2°30 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambr: 
Corton, ALBERT Witraep, Dover st, P.ceadilly, Theatrical 
June 8at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Crosstry, James Samcky, Whitworth nr Rochdale, Stone 
Merchant June 15 at 11.30 Townhall, Rochdale 

Cutten, Aurrep, Ashcott, Somerset June9at12 Off Rec, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Dusxine, Atrarp, Bournemouth, Coach Builder June5 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 


Southampton 

Evans, Cuarues, Clifton, Bristol, — June 9 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 

Evans, Davip, Blaengarw, Gams, ioe June 15 at 10 
Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Fopry, Josern, Colne, Lanes, Baker June Sat 11 Off 
Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

7, Ernest, Barnsley, Coal Merchant June 9at 1030 

% Regent’s et, Barnsley 

mie.8, Joun Wituiam, Kenniogton ter, ape Park 
Jane 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Geruan, Joszers, Bolton, Furniture Dealer June 8 at 3 

hange st, Bolton 

Gairvirus, Davip Lewis, Treleddynisaf, Bridell, Pembroke 
— June 9 atll Off Rec, 4, Queen tt, Carmar- 
then 

Hauixroputo, Srrro, Liverpool, General Broker June 8 at 
ll Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Havumay, Jouw Resp, Portsmouth, Private Enquiry Agent 
June 9 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, 

Haxywoop, Freperick Wittr1am, Altrincham, Cheshire, 
Licensed Hawker June 9 at il. 30 Off Ree, Byrom st, 
Manchester 


Hurrsom, Marta Catuantne, Parley, Stationer June 7 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
UME, oe ge 


Home, James Lasupaooxe, and WaLrTer 
Bakers June 6at 11.15 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

Horr, Baas 2 Bath, Oil Merchant JuneQ9at 11.45 Off Ree, 

Baldwin st, Bristol 

Jacoss, Hersert ‘M., Clephane rd, Canonbury, Furniture 
Dealer June 9 at 11 Bankrupt bldgs, Carey st 

Jerrenson, Ricnarp, Great Driffield, Yorks, Innkeeper 
- — 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbis , Lowgate, 

a 

Lanprsman, Barnett, Newcastle on Tyne, Tailor June 5 
atll Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Laws, Et.es, Great Yarmouth June 11 at 10.30 ‘ies ewell, 

ke & Co, South quay, Great Yarmouth 

Maatis, Jouy and Ricaarp Martis, Harrowgate, Darling- 
ton, Builders June 10 at 11.30 Court chmbrs, Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 

Mus, Epuunp, Quaker’ 's Yard, Glamorgan, Butcher June 
Sat1l Off Rec, Post Office cbmbre, Pontypridd 

Mise, Ropzert, Milnrow, nr Rochdile, Farmer June 15 at 

12 Townhall, Rochdale 

Newsy, Groner, Hoyland Nether, Yorks, Fish Dealer 
dune7 at 10 Off Ree, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Paine, Jouw Sypney, Bethnal Treen rd, Plumber June 10 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pancix, Wittiam Henry, Horseforth, gag Contractor 
Juane7 atil Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Lee 

Partrinsos, Jase Asx, Barras Bridge, Novwcnstic on Tyne, 
Milliner June 5 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle on Tyne 

Pex.t, Harry, Mapplewell, nr Barnsley June7 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Regent st, sle 

Pixsock, Frepesick, West Kirby, Chester June 8 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

~~ Wirsax, sen, Romford, ion Oil Refiner June 8 

at 12 14, Bedford row 

Poot, few Antavur, St-Jude’s, Bristol, Grease Refiner 
Jane 9 at 12.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Brist ol 

Rorgs. Leonarp Josers, Worcester, Baker J ane 7 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

ae Chants AvrneD, Bushey, Herts, Solicitor June 


‘ord ro 
Russe.., Sipxzy, Walsall “June 8 at 11.29 Off Rec, Wol- 
verham 
ane ALOMON Siow, and Bavt Bassoon Mantas, Man- 
hippers June 10 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Scos.z, Janes Henny, Plymouth, Salesman June8 at 3.15 
7, Buckland terrace, Plymouth 
PR Jacos, Great Garden st, ‘oe Baker 
June 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, "Carey st 
Srarves, Fronesce Any, Hyde Park mans June 10 at 11 


Bankra te, Bossom Carey st 
Taoursox, 81 1D , Hants, Boot Maker June 5 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, South- 


ae 
Weeros, Joszru ——, ye Grocer June 7 at 12 
Off Ree, 1, , Bari 


Warr, Grono er J 5 
at 11 On Hor Mid gin, fot, Carer, June 8 





Woo ter, Joszrn Couen, Rowell rd, Lower Clapton, Com- 
mercial Tra ler June 9 at il Bankruptcy bldgs, 
rey 6' 
Waicar, ees Belle Vue, Gedy Baker June 
Sat 12 Off Ree, 22, 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bower, Hersert, Herringthorpe, nr Rotherham, Yorks, 
Hearth Rug Manufacturer Sheffield Pet May 24 
Ord May 24 


Brown, Frank McCase, Kenley, Surrey Croydon Pet 
May 19 Ord May 25 

Brows, Grorce, Great oar, Joiner Great Grimsby 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Carrer, ARTaUR, poems, Farmer Macclesfield Pet 
May 24 Ord May 

Caetres, Husert eee. Pennard Mansions, Sipank, 

, Actor High Court Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
Carter, Wittiam Cotcoms, Wolve:hampton, Washer 
er Wolverhampton Pet Jan 9 Ord May 24 

CuartEswortH, Jos, eee, Derby, Painter meer 
Pet May 25 Ord May 

CrapHamM, NaTHan, Keighley, Yorks, Tailor Bradford 
Pet May 26 Ord May 

CronDAce,JOBN Wiuzsam, ical Decorator Newport, 

on Pet Ma: May 

Cross, Henry, W png Curberland, Umbrella Manu- 
facturer Whitehaven Pet yes Ord May 25 

Cuppy, Coar.es Georar, deceased ydon, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Jan 21 Ord May 25 

Cunntroton, Josrpn Grace Smita, and Harry Picoir 
Atiison, Gt Newport st, — Engineers High 
Court Pet May 12 Ord May 

Darke, Jonn Ropert, Old st, Cycle Manufacturer High 
Court Pet April 7 Ord May 25 

Ex..uioTt, Artaur, Harry Nutraut, and Tomas Spexcer 
ButreRworti, Rochdale, Chip Potato Range Makers 
Rochdale Pet April 29 Ord Ma: 

Fourxes, Witt1am, wens, Fiint, Siw Chester Pet 
May 26 Ord May 

Bolton Pet 


German, Josepn, ipelkon, Furattead’ Dealer 
May 4 Ord May 24 
Gairritus, Davip Lewis, Treleddynieaf, Bridell, tc 
Farmer Carmarthen Pet May 24 Ord May 2 
Geirsith, Ernest James, Ramsgate Canterbury Pet Mar 
27 Ord May 18 
Harngis, Cuaeies, Normanby, — Butcher Middles- 
brough Pet May 24 Ord y 
Haymay, Artuus Eveens, Skerda rd, Femesh, 
Journalist High Court Pet May 26 Ord Ma: ay 26 
Hits, Henry Epwarp, —_—ow Farmer Canterbury 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
ae Jouy Rostnson, Ellesmere, Salop, Brewery 
anager Wrexham Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Lawes, Ex.ten,'Great Yarmouth Great Yarmouth Pet 
May5 Ord May 24 
— Henn, High rd, Willesden go Upholsterer 
High Court Pet M May 21 Ord May 
Macmenats, Farpericr, Old st, — SS sthidints High 
Court Pet April7 Ord May 22 
Mites, Eomuxp, Quaker’s yard, TS amag Butcher 
whey oe Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
—.~ 1Lu1aM Syow, Prittlewell, raat Coal Dealer 
msford Pet April 14 Ord Ma 
senate Joun Epwarp, gy a New- 
port,Mon Pet May2é Ord May 
Parxix, Witttam Henry, Horsforth, Yorks, Contractor 
Leeds Pet May 25 25 
Se Tuomas, Crewe, Labourer Crewe Pet May 26 
0 y 2 
Port, Wiit1am, sen, Romford a Oil Refiner Chelms- 
ford Pet April28 Ord May 
Poot, ALFaep ARTHUR, Bristol, ; ee Refiner Bristol 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
Povey, Joun James, Northey at, rw eames 
Victualler vuln Court Pet April 27 Ord Ma 
Pratt, Sipyey, bs, Butcher 
Pet May3 Ord Ma: 
Priest, Coaeves, Rusho! “4 sp eeteeaten, Fried Fish Dealer 
Salford Pet’ May 25 Ord May 25 
Rapax, Georcs Tomas, Luton, Stationer Luton Pet 
May 25 25 
Reyyo.ps, Watter Grorce, Gloucester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Gloucester Pet May8 Ord Ma 
mer Jacos, Great Garden st, Whitechapel, Baker 
High Court Pet May 24 Ord May 
ee” aa Amy, Hyde Park mans High Court 
Pet — Ord May 24 
Srexsox, Tuomas Coorgsr, Mansfield, Notts, Plamber 
Nottingham Pet May 15 Ord May 26 
Varxox, Evruemia Geesseenie, Bournemouth, School- 
mistress Poole Pet May7 Ord Pd oe Oo 
sington High 


Waecater, Emit, Queen’s Spe 
d Wandeworth Pet April 17 


Court Pet April4 O 
J, Garratt in, Earlsfield 
May 26 
Wrstox, Joseru seoeme, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Fet 
May 24 Ord May 24 


Wuirz, Gzorox, Lymington, Carter Southampton Pet 
May 25 Ord’ May 25 : 


Woo.tey, Josern Al Rowhill mans, Rowhill rd, Lower 
Clapton, Commercial Traveller High Court Pet May 
22 Ord ay fe 

Wericar, Joux, low, Salop, Licensed Victualler Leo- 
minster Pet April26 Ord May 25 

Waicnt, age oy Belle Vue, Seeataeny, Baker 
Sb. et May24 Ord May 25 

ZELuey, pan ap Kingswear, Devon, Hotel Proprietor 
Plymouth Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


ORDER RESCINDING ADJUDICATION. 
Macpowarp, Farpexick, Old st, Cycle Manufacturer High 
Court Adjud April 2 here Siar 6 , 


King’s , we 


' ADMISSION 





Leasehold ESTA’ res, 

a. at the AUCTION MART tT Tokenhouse-yert, E.C. 
Other appointments for intermediate Sales can also be 

arranged, 


Tuesday, June 8 Tuesday, July 27 
Thursday, June 10 Thursday, September 90 
Thursday, June 24 Thursday, Octoher 14 
Tuesday, June 29 Thursiay, October 28 


Thursday, November Il 
Thursday, November 3§ 
Thursday, December 9 


Thureday, July 1 
Thursday, July 8 
Toesdav, Ju'y 13 
Thursday, July 223 


A List of forthcoming Sales by Auction is published 
in the advertisement columns of ‘The Times” every 
Saturday. 


> Farebroth EDULE 


LET OR oH BOLD, com! 
farins, freehgl 
bnilding era 
and investments g 


Co. also issue on the Ist of 


ii 


ouses, 
ll be be forwarded nied BS 

of charge. register of a 
wants is Kept and oa details of requirements are ially 

invited from those seeking properties, &c., to wiom 
particalars of suitable places are sent time to time, 
Application should be made to their O , No. 29, Fleet. 
street, Temple-bar, E.C. 








TO THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 
THE CONDUIT STREET AUCTION GALLERIES, 


M ESSRS. KNIGHT, FRANK, & RUTLEY 

undertake the SALE of Valuables for the Profession, 
Solicitors having to realise clients’ property are invited 
to consult the om whose three great —- are open 
daily. There no finer rooms or better market in Eng. 
land for the ene of FAMILY J EWELS, OLD SILVER, 
FURNITURE, PICTURES, Engravings, Libraries, Coins, 
Medals, Lace, Furs, China, Musical Instruments, Stamps, 
Bronze, Sculpture. ‘Guns, Curios, Wines, rs, ‘and other 
Trade Stooks 


les held in private residences ai 
=: on owners’ premises in town or country. Prompt 
A TIONS for Fire Insurance. Knight, Frank, & 
Rutley tley’s signed Inventory and Valuation of e Contents of 


. house is a needful adjunct to all Cliente’ Policies Valua- 

ons for Estate Daty, Division, &c. Sale and Letting of 
‘town and Country Properties. Funds always available for 
Mortgagors at short notice. Rating Surveys for Assessment 
Committees. Property Surveys and Dilapidations, &.— 
The Conduit- street Auction Galleries, 9, Conduit-street.and 
23a, Maddox-atreet, London. 


ere HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1907. 
AUCTIONEERS, van AND SURVEYORS 





MILLS AND AND MANUFACTO RIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 
Telegraphic Address— Futixr, Hoxsxy, Loxvos.” 
Telephone No. 249 Crey. 


OLICITOR able to introduce capital up 
to £3,000 (repayable with 25 per cent. bonus) for 
development of Freehold West End Property can have 
considerable legal work; fullest pe pay courte 
and highest references given and req — Address, ae 
first instance, Surveyor, c/o ‘ Solicitors’ Journal, ty I 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 





VALUATIONS of Furniture, Houses, and 


Lands for Estate Duty, and all purposes. Prompt 
potivasey—Slereers & 





rsonal attention; 40 years’ & 
OBINSOS, 36, Coleman- street, E. 


TONIC FOR THE FEES.—For all 

Relaxed, Tender, Swollen Conditions of the Feet 
PEDESTRINE gives instant relief. Itallays — 
tion and the painful smarting that keeps you in in pervea 
Giecomfort. A trial will convince. 1s, 3d. 6d., 
post free.— Manswa. & Co., 70a, Basinghall-street, EO. 


M ASKELYNE and DEVANT'S 
MYSTERIES, St. George’s Hall, W.—Daily at 3 and 
8. Mr. David Devant with new series of illusions, 
incladin Beau Brocade; Houston’s Chinese Magic; Mr. 
H. Tiemale in 8 s of Children; Mr. Ernest 











oi in Humour and Music at the Piano; and, eve 
ings only, Mr. Maskelyne’s Comedy of Marvels, The 
Philosophe ‘s Diamond, Seats to 6s. Children half- 


price to matinées only. ‘Phone 1545 Mayfair. 


MPERIAL INTERNATIONAL 
EXHIBITION 1909, 
of the Choicest Pi roduats in the World, 


GREAT et OITY, 
Shepherd’e-bush, W. Shepherd’s-bush, Wr 
ONE SHILLING. 
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